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INTBODUCTION 

800FB AKB MBTHOB OF THIS BOOK 

1. 1$ France loit to ChrUtianity t 

Is France, the land of the GnisaderSy the eldest daughter of the 
Church, izreTdcahly lost to Christianity ? Saoh is the prohlem 
upon which this book woold attempt to throw some light. 

That Anti-dericalism, or opposition to the political inflaence 
of the Church, is one of the cardinal principles of the Third 
RepabUc, cannot be donbted for a moment. Actiye resistance to 
** the encroachments of Bome " was the policy, not of narrow 
fanatics and hot-headed Radicals alone, not merely of brilliant 
and somewhat erratic indiridnals like M. C16menceaa, but of 
men like Oambetta, Jules Ferry, Waldeck-Roossean, in eyeiy 
respect the strongest and sanest statesmen of the regime. Anti* 
clericalism in France is not a passion, not a crisis, but, as 
Waldeck-Bonsseau put it, a permanent necessity. So far, at 
least, England and America find it easy to eympathise with the 
French Bepnblic. No democracy can tolerate the interrention 
of theocracy in its purely secular affairs. England neyer brooked 
Popezy as a political power ; and the United States would be as 
impatient of such interference, if it were preyed to exist on a 
national scale, as ever England or France. On this point 
French Protestants are unanimous, and the great majority of 
moderate and tolerant Catholics tacitly agree with the great 
majority of fiur^minde4 free-thinkers. We may reasonably 
hope that the lesson of the last ten or twelve years, sharp and 
unequiTocal as it was, was not lost on the Catholic Church : 
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France will not be governed from the Vatican. This phase of 
the question ahready belongs to the past ; a few old-fashioned 
politicians, whose occapation.J9^onld be gone if Anti-clericalism 
ceased to be a vital issue, g^.4ittempt to raise the cry '' Down 
with Borne ! " ; buj; .(ho* •ecKo*b*f their voices grows fiEiinter and 
fainter. The ATft* pf^acnle anti-clerical strife is closed. 

But ti]be>.'qp[^tion* has gone beyond that stage. The Church, 
he^.hidrp^&y, her traditions, her dogmas, have all been drawn 
'[•mto/jthe battie. So freely has her spiritual power been wielded 
^•on behalf of certain political parties, that its downfall now 
threatens to follow theirs. Catholicism, clericalism, reaction, 
are synonymous in the popular mind. As a result of this con- 
fusion, there are signs that the Church is fast losing her hold in 
France. In spite of the Pope's uncompromising opposition to 
the Separation Law, the country endorsed the poUcy of the 
Badicals. Unable to secure the repeal of that law, Bome 
attempted to render its application impossible : a few isolated 
riots, strongly condemned by all reasonable Catholics, and the 
loss of much property that could easily have been saved, were 
the only fruit of this defiant attitude. The legal status of 
Catholicism thus remaining ill-defined, many Churches left out 
of repair are condemned as unsafe, closed and demolished ; there 
is a movement of protest among artists, antiquaries, and men of 
letters, but the people as a whole seem indifferent to the slow 
crumbling down of their ancient places of worship. Have the 
French peasants fiBdlen into such a state of apathy and torpor that 
they passively accept whatever order Paris chooses to send 
them? Not so: the vine-growers' riots in the South and in 
Champagne, the newly-formed unions of agricultural labourers, 
show that the " sons of the soil " are more nervously alive than 
ever before, impatient of the least shadow of tyranny, and all too 
prompt to action. They deem a label on their wine-botties 
worth fighting for — ^they will not stir their litUe finger for the 
Church of their fathers. Catholicism may still claim, nominally, 
the majority of the French people ; the force of habit still leads 
to the old Church the steps of many passive Catholics who are at 
the same time active Voltairians : but the old exclusive dominion 
is gone for ever. France is drifting-^or growing — away from 
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Rome. The English-speakiiig nations, still overwhelmingly non- 
Gatbolic, have no right and no desire to blame her for that. 

Sat this second stage too is passed. Just as Catholicism was 
so hopelessly entangled with Clericalism that the downfiBdl of the 
one threatens to engulf the other, Christianity, in France, seemed 
so absolutely inseparable from Catholicism that its position has 
become yexy critical indeed. It is no secret that in the land of 
CalTin and Coligny, Protestantism, unchecked by statute or 
popular prejudice for oyer a century, has made no visible pro- 
gress Most State teachers, the majority of political men, are 
confessed agnostics ; many are blatant atheists and bitter anti- 
Christians. There the Anglo-Saxon public cease to sympathise 
with the French, and even to understand them. Accustomed, and 
rightly so, to connect the name of Christianity with everything 
that is pure, holy, and beneficent, they must find conditions in 
France bewildering, to say the least. They are not ready to side 
unreservedly with the Roman Church. Tet when they see an 
anti-clerical Premier * laughed to scorn in the Chamber of 
Deputies for daring to repudiate materialism ; when they hear 
a Minister of Labour t applauded for the now historical sentence : 
** We have extinguished in the heavens lights which shall never 
be kindled again ! " ; when they are told that the word " Ood," 
tabooed from all official documents, is expunged even from 
grammatical examples in elementaiy schoolbooks — when they 
witness such a carnival of impiety, sometimes intolerant, some- 
times merely contemptuous, they are tempted to support those 
who, whatever their &ults may be, at least profess themselves 
Christians. For all this strikes deeper than Clericalism, deeper 
than Catholicism, to the veiy roots of Christianity and of 
religion itself. 

One might feel inclined to dismiss the whole problem with a 
shrug by asserting that infidelity is the unenviable monopoly of 
small, noisy groups of immoral men and women — a froth that 
conceals for a while the deep ocean of a people's faith. 
Preachers wiU point to the misdeeds of the Boulevard set in 
Paris and to certain noisome literature only too well known the 
world over as " French " ; and the lesson of the sermon will be 

• M. Oombes. t M. Viviani. 
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that wherever men abandon the cause of Gh)d, it is becaose itxefj :] 

are eager to serre the devlL As a matter of fact, the Parisian 
smart set is neither better nor worse than that of other great - 

citieSy and is made up of fstst livers firom the four comers of the 
world. The yellow-back literature referred to above is concocted .^ 

by cosmopolitan sool-poisoners for international consomption. 
Neither has anything to do with free-thonght, nor mnch to do 
with France as a national entity. The problem is both wider ^ 

and different* Wider : for aposbuy — ^we most not shrink from ^ 

an ugly word^— is not limited to a thin cormpt stratum in French 
society : it has spread br and sunk deep. Different : for it is 
not true that impatience of moral restraint is the sole or even 
the chief motive of men £Dr throwing off the yoke of Christian 
theology. 

We must needs insist on this point, for no bit discussion of 
the problem is possible until this dangerous fidlacy has been 
removed from our path. The most outspoken adversaries of the 
old faith were not ** decadent " writers like Baudelaire, Barbey 
d'Aurevilly, Yerlaine, Huysmans : they were lay saints like 
Quinet, Michelet, Taine, Benan, Littr6. There is no more sense 
in slandering such men as these, even by implication, than there 
would be in casting a slur on the lives of Darwin, Spencer, 
Huxley, or John Morley. The adversaries of Christianity are 
only too prone to seize upon any scandal that may break out 
in religious circles, and triumphantly to exclaim : ** There is 
Christianity for you 1 " It used to be an article of faith among 
a certain class of Voltairians that all priests were tipplers, 
gluttons, and secretly addicted to all unnatural vices. Let us not 
retort in the same spirit. Such tactics are to be spumed ; with 
the fiEiir-minded they harm the cause that makes use of them 
more than the one against which they are directed. Let us 
frankly recognise, as eveiy thoughtful student of French affairs 
has repeatedly told us, tluit neither side has a monopoly of vice 
or virtue. Benan asserted that he had met none but good 
priests, and it was a Catholic lady who first called the atheist 
Littri a saint. Fortunately no elaborate defence of France is 
required at present : it is no longer the fashion to hold up that 
country as an awfiil example for the other nations to avoid. 
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Not only the leaden of free-thought in France, but the rank and 

file of their army, eompare &T0iirably with most GhoroheB in the 

world. The oonntry as a whole, although officially estranged 

from Christianity, is law-abiding, intelligent, and prosperons. 

The people are men and women like onrseWes, not angels ; they 

show a fine sense of social brotherhood, a disinterested love for 

jQBtice and tmth ; their standard of morality — ^public, com- 

meroial, and private— is not lower than onr own. In other words, 

^ey have nndonbtedly preserved the essentials of Christian 

eivflisation, whilst rejecting every article in the Apostles' Greed. 

Fanatics the world over denounce fairness to their opponents 

as high treason against themselves. If we want to understand 

what people different from ourselves have in their minds and 

hearts, we should not, before listening to them, brand them 

as knaves and fools. Science and Christianity alike repudiate 

sach a method. It has been our best endeavour that each rival 

spiritual scheme studied in this book be treated with Efympathy 

and with the earnest desire of extracting whatever message it 

may have for the world. The relation of right thinking to right 

living and to right believing is still a baffling problem. No 

doctrine, no example has ever proved to be a panacea ; among 

the Twelve, in the presence of the Master, there was one who 

fell into the snare. The theoiy defended by Bourget in his 

DiMciple, according to which a certain metaphysical system, 

profidssed by men who are an honour to their kind, is made 

responsible for the crimes of degenerates, has long been 

abandoned as a clumsy fallacy. Fairness to all implies the 

provisional denial of any absolute and exclusive claim : we hope 

this judicial attitude will not be mistaken for one of secret 

hostility. 

2. Importance of the Question. 

It is hardly necessary to point out that the reUgious conditions 
in France and her spiritual future are of more than local 
interest. Were the problem purely French in scope, it would 
none the less be unwise for us to ignore it. The Christianisa- 
tion of Korea, now proceeding apace, according to the report of 
ndssionaries, is rightly considered as a phenomenon of world- 
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wide importance, both intrindoally and as a symptom. The 
alleged dechristianisation of a country which eonnts for more 
than many Koreas in the councils of the world deaerres our 
most careful attention. 

A time was — ^not so yexy long ago — when France held undis- 
puted primacy in civilised Europe, when her language and her 
philosophy were equally current in eyeiy Court and in every 
salon, when ''the world would repeat to-moirow what Paris 
thought to-day." That time is passed beyond recall. No 
nation at present is the recognised leader of all. The potency 
of any example set by France, for good or evil, is thereby greatly 
diminished. We should not believe, however, that it has 
become negligible. In mere bulk, if that appeals to certain 
coarse-grained thinkers, France with her colonial empire still 
counts among the great nations of the world, ranking next to 
Britain and Russia, and abreast of the United States. Her 
intellectual influence on the huge neo-Latin world is still 
paramount; on the Slavic — ^another young giant — ^it is fully 
equal to any. She no longer is, as her sons boasted of yore, a 
queen among nations ; but, while she ungrudgingly acknowledges 
many friendly rivals, she recognises no superior. 

But the problem is not limited to the territories where the 
speech of France is understood ; it is universal, not national, in 
scope. The battle raging so fiercely in France is going on, 
more obscurely, all the world over, in the heart of every thought- 
ful man. Will Theology stand in the light of modem science ? 
To what extent is Christianity bound to self-styled orthodoxy? 
Is the future of religion inseparable from that of Christianity? 
All these questions, debated in secret anguish within many 
Anglo-Saxon souls, are in France thrashed out publicly, fear- 
lessly, almost recklessly, and the boldest solutions, from which 
we unconsciously shrink, are not silenced, but applauded on the 
banks of the Seine. Hence our paradoxical contention that 
France, famed only as the country of bantering scepticism, is in 
truth one of the world's spiritual laboratories, where dangerous 
and possibly useful experiments are being attempted ; from the 
foolhardiness or the heroism, as you may choose to call it, of 
these daring investigators, we of the more plodding, conservative 
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tarn of mind may haye something to learn. That such fearless- 
ness in the discussion of religions problems has its drawbacks is 
freely conceded. To put off the cloak of conventionalities and 
lay their sonls bare before a jeering world seems to many a 
profimation. Beligion contains so much that is intimate, nn- 
ntterablCy that no public debate can do it justice. In such 
matters arguing and criticising will always seem shallow, even 
flippant, lacking in reverence and in spirituality. The imponder- 
able and yet essential elements of faith baffle the analyst. They 
vanish in the heat of controversy. What is left is on one side 
a dead mass of superstitions, on the other incurable scepticism 
and despair. 

On the other hand, the uneasy silence of many among us is 
not the result of reverence, but of cowardice. And therein lies 
a danger greater than the first. A belief not openly disputed 
may degenerate into a prejudice. We should air our inmost 
sanctuary, else our purest incense will make its atmosphere foul 
and irrespirable. Worshippers at a sealed shrine, our hearts 
would be gnawed with the doubt that perhaps the taunt of our 
adversaries is true, and that there is naught within but a handful 
of ashes. It is a sickly faith that shuns broad daylight and 
needs the closeness and gloom of a cave. 

8. HUtorical Treatment Necessary. 

This book, therefore, will be not an apology for, but a pre- 
sentation of the French attitude in religious matters. Our 
desire, as we have already stated, has been to make this pre- 
sentation as objective, as dispassionate as possible. This end 
we could not hope to achieve if we were to describe the present 
phase of the question. Dust and smoke still cover the battle- 
field. No man, not even a saint like Littre, a Proteus like 
Sainte-Beuve, an Olympian like Goethe, can possibly do full 
justice to his contemporaries, because he cannot know their true 
selves, which time alone reveals. We need a certain perspec- 
tive, and the coUaboration of Death, the appeaser of all vain 
strife. Another reason makes a historical treatment of such a 
subject absolutely indispensable. We are dealing with aspira- 
tions which are eternal in the human breast ; but the forms they 
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and miehftngeable through all 
;p^^, mf mtaUBfj and netted anew by each indiTidnal. They 
nm "-M^ mmM 04 teadition, the growth of oentnriee. The words 
^9M^ 1^ mim tmim m Us heart as if they were a direct reyelatioii 
^m^fuk^uA t0 lam alone were first spoken generations ago. He 
i^mtk^^ 4ifraas hmiadf ezoept by reasserting, contradicting, or 
ipmk iWaf af ihe belieii of his spiritoal ancestors, known and 
mha^aa It ia Hterslly true of eveiy religions controversy 
tMl saiflnf thoae who take part in it the dead are in the 
jmtjrtftj, flid bolder, louder than the living. Contemporaries of 
Hmoam Aiireiina, followers of Ziska or of Loyola, countless 
4ift««pLsa of Voltaire are with us in any commonplace-looking 
■aniailrlj of men. The second, the thirteenth, the sixteenth, 
(be eigfateenth, and probably the twenty-first centuries jostle 
imB another. Beligioos conditions in IVance to-da^ are what 
two thousand years have made them. 

Is it necessaiy, then, to retrace the origin of the conflict since 
the remote days of Clevis, or maybe of Constantine? An 
alloring task, no doubt, bat one so vast that no man conld study 
the whole of it at first hand. The sifting of innumerable details 
would always be open to the charge of arbitrariness. It would 
be in eveiy way better to take a late and crucial period, in which 
all the experience of ages is aocnmnlatedy and wUch contains, so 
fiu- as we can see, all the germs of present developments. Thus 
the author thoofl^ at first of selecting as his field the nineteenth 
centujy, in which all previous history is summed up. Then, 
desirous of giving at the same time as exhaustive and as definite 
a treatment as possible, in order to secure the greatest degree of 
scientific accuracy of which such a study is capable, he decided 
to limit himself to the period of twenty-two years during which 
Louis Napoleon, as President or as Emperor, was the ruler of 
France. 

That period is brief ; but it was a critical moment in the evolu- 
tion of religious thought. It saw the fall of the Papacy as a 
temporal Power, and its exaltation as an absolute dogmatic 
authority. Whilst Catholicism was making up in internal 
strength lor what it had lost in outward might, Comte, Littr6, 
Spencer, and the disciples of Darwin oflered a complete system 
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of the uniYiene on a scientiflc basiB. The etrnggle between 
Soience and Theology began eentnries ago, and the end is not in 

^ sight ; bnt neyer before bad the contending parties been more 

sharply ddSned, more fhlly oonseious, more powerfdlly armed. 
Never before and never sinee, for the conflict is by no means so 
intense at present as it was then. All the problems which still 
vex US, bat of which we have grown somewhat weary, were in all 
their freshness in the sixties. As epoch-making documents, 

^ Darwin's Origin of Speeiei^ Benan's Life of Jesus, Pius IX. 's 

SyUabus, have not yet been superseded or consigned to 
oblivion. Bat althoagh they are still of living interest to as, the 
great debates of the time of the Second Empire abready belong 

^ to history. Forty-two years only have elapsed since the disaster 

of Sedan ; bat so complete was the catastrophe, so radical the 
renovation ander the new regime, that the Second Empire seems 
to stand much fiuther back in the past. A few protagonists of 
that period still sornve — ^the Empress Eagdnie, Emile^OUivier. 
They are with as, not of us ; they Uve in their tragic memories. 

^ There is a foil generation between Taine, Benan, and oorselves. 

f Their books are classics ; others, famous in their day, are for- 

^ gotten. Time has brought its peace to all, and we are now able 

^ to enjoy both Victor Hugo and Louis Yeuillot without too great 

a strain. Thus it is possible for us to study the problems of 
our own time, without bitterness, without passion, in the mirror 
of history. 

4. Division: Theology, Metaphysics^ Positivism, 

The Second Empire, as we shall try to demonstrate, was a 
period of reaction against subjectivism, sentimentalism, and 
romanticism ; such reaction assuming two principal forms, one 
Catholic, in the name of traditional authority, the other 
Positivist, in the name of Science. If this definition be 
accepted, the main lines of our work will be dear. 

For the three parts of our bodk we should like to adopt 
the names ''Theology, Metaphysics, and Positivism." This 
nomenclature may seem ?nlfolly inisleading. It will be noticed, 
however, that it is borrowed from Auguste Comte, and we shall 
take tiiese words in the somewhat special meaning that Comte 

a 
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gave them. Since saoh headings are hound to be more or less 
arbitrary, we have thought that the division made famous by the 
greatest philosopher of his time wonld serre as well as any. 

The adoption of Gomte's key-words does not imply any degree 
of adhesion to his doctrines, or even to the ** law of the three 
stages," from which they are borrowed. According to Comte, 
theology, metaphysics, positiyism are three successive stages in 
human phflosophy. During the first, man sought to explain the 
riddles of the universe through the intervention of supernatural 
powers, recorded in sacred traditions ; this attitude is primitive 
and now outgrown. During the second, abstractions — ^forces, 
virtues, principles — ^the creation of the human mind, were called 
upon to solve the same problems: a transitional stage, at 
present nearing its end. In the third — inaugurated by Comte 
himself, and which is to be final, the tacts of nature are allowed 
to speak for themselves. Perhaps it would be safer to call them 
*' states" rather than ** stages " of human development, '' faces " 
rather than " phases " of human thought, for it is possible to 
believe that all three are legitimate and eternal There is no 
doubt as to their co-existing in Comte's time, each deeming 
itself in the exclusive and definitive possession of truth. AU 
three belong to metaphysics, since all three deal with questions 
which transcend the physical experience of man ; all three are 
** theological " in their method, for consciously or not, Positivists 
as well as Christians draw logical conclusions from beliefs 
accepted as authoritative; all three are positive in their own 
eyes, since to a Christian the Revelation and his own experi- 
ences are fisusts as solid and plain as any dissection to a 
physiologist. The essential difference lies in the source of the 
authority accepted as supreme : in the case of theology, Divine 
revelation ; in the case of metaphysics, human intelligence ; in 
the case of Positivism, the whole of nature viewed objectively. 

If we accept these meanings, it will be obvious that all genuine 
Christians belong to the theological group. Whether they are 
of the emotional, or of the dry and matter-of-fftct tyfe^ their final 
authority is neither in their own thoughts and feelings, nor in 
the facte of physical nature, but in the Christian revelation. 
They may never have studied the difficult science called Theology, 
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bat in the Apostles' Creed and in the Shorter Catechism — in any 
creed and in any catechism — all theology is contained, as truly 
as the oak is in the acorn. 

By genuine Christians we do not mean all professed Christians. 
Those for whom allegiance to their Church is merely a habit, a 
form, or a burden do not belong here. But it is easier in France 
than in England or America to tell — at least among thinking 
men — ^a real from a nominal Christian. So deep and lasting 
was the influence of the eighteenth century that throughout the 
nineteenth the pressure of public opinion was often more strongly 
against Christianity than in its favour. In most cases it required 
on the part of an educated man a conscious effort to call himself 
a Christian, whilst it did not take any great originality or heroism 
to break away from orthodoxy. The most typical Catholics we 
have to study — ^Lacordaire, Ghratry, Veuillot— were converted in 
their manhood from natural philosophy to the doctrines of Bome : 
their position was thus unequivocal. On the other hand, the 
men who abandoned their traditional Church did so with Ml 
consciousness, whether, like Victor Hugo and Michelet, they 
proclaimed their change aloud, or, like Lamartine, Vigny, and 
even Benan, acted with more caution and reserve. The linger- 
ing Christian, who clings to the name because he dares not 
confess to the world and to himself his own unbelief, exists in 
France, no doubt; but he is not a legion innumerable, as in 
England or America. 

Another type all too common in our age and country is the 
man who subordinates his faith to his own feelings and opinions, 
and calls himself a Christian because the teachings of Christ 
agree with his own views. In the Protestant world many such 
men, active, sincere, devoted, still remain within the old Churches 
either as the ''liberal" element, or engaged in philanthropic 
work. There is a subtle confusion, sometimes a semi-conscious 
compromise, between genuine orthodoxy and this veiled form of 
humanism. In France there is no room for ambiguity. 
Organised Christianity, both Catholic and Protestant, refused 
steadily and consistently to recognise ''natural religion," for 
such is the true name of much of our liberalism. On many 
points it may agree with revealed religion. But there must be 
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a final aathority: is it the Bible or human nature? When 
these two conflict we must take our choice. We cannot deny 
the possibility of such a conflict without making man's con- 
science a revelation of God's will co-ordinate with the Bible. 
If such were the case, all sincere books would be Bibles in some 
degree, all earnest and noble liyes would be Messilmic. This is 
BouBseauism, and has no right to masquerade as Ghristiaiuty. 
All the disciples of Bousseau, the great Bomanticists, Lamar- 
tine, Hugo, Michelet, Quinet, were obliged to leave the Church ; 
the Edecticists, especially their leader, Victor Cousin, strove 
hard to secure recognition firom the Christian bodies, but they 
strove in vain. Both supematuraUsm and naturaUsm may be, 
in their outward manifestations, sentimental, intellectual, or 
pragmatic ; but, in spite of all external resemblances, they are 
essentially different and can never be reconciled. 

By metaphysics we understand the search for ultimate truths 
through human reason considered as the final authority. This 
was the attitude of the whole eighteenth century. It implies 
the denial of any special historical revelation superior to reason 
itself, although it may assume that reason is the medium for a 
universal and eternal revelation. Reason, for Voltaire and most 
of his contemporaries, was an intellectual Ssusulty best exemplified 
in logic and deductive geometry ; for Bousseau the sentiments 
were the deepest revelation of truth. Intellectualists and sen- 
timentalists, the disciples of Voltaire and the disciples of 
Bousseau, metaphysicians of all schools, all base their philosophy 
on human nature. If Kant, the greatest of them, demonstrates, 
or rather postulates, the existence of God, it is on the evidence 
of a fact observed in ihe human heart — the categoric imperative ; 
he merely translates into technical language both Bousseau's ode 
to conscience and Voltaire's " Si Dieu n'existait pas, il fiiudrait 
rinventer." 

The Voltairians slide easily firom reason into mere common 
sense, which leads them to a philosophy stronger on the negative 
than on the positive side : in a few, atheism of the quiet, light- 
hearted type ; in most, epicurism as a practical rule of life ; at 
best, a cold, attenuated form of theism. Cousin and the Edec- 
ticists add to Voltaire's philosophy some rhetorical wannth 
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borrowed from BoQflsean and a stropger emphasis on ihe con- 
BtmetiYe elements. The Bomantioists hold theoretically the 
same beliefs as the Voltairians and the Edecticists, except that, 
in their case. Theism is being dissolved into Pantheismy or pan- 
theistic natore-worship — ^bnt they hold them with a degree of 
enthusiasm and a freedom from cold, abstract reasoning, which 
gives their best works a deep religions valne. 

The metaphysical state may not be transitional historically : 
it certainly is an intermediate or mixed type logically. Some of 
the men of this gronp kept in cbse tonch with Christianity ; 
ihey retained all its main featores except the belief in the his- 
torical revelation. At the same time, they were the intellectual 
sons of Voltaire, the champions of '^ progress," "enlighten- 
ment *' ; and they thought themselves imbued with the scientific 
spirit, called themselves the Prophets of Science. This con- 
fusion, at any rate, gave them a wider range of sympathy; 
Victor Hugo, Lamartine, Michelet were, perhaps, so great as 
poets because they were so inconsistent as philosophers. 

The Positivist— and by this word we mean not exclusively the 
disciple of Comte, but any man holding a so-called scientific 
philosophy — ^the Positivist ignores the claims of certain traditions 
to Divine inspiration as unproved and unprovable* He considers 
not only human sentiments but also human reasonings as invali- 
dated by their subjectivism. There are conflicting revelations ; 
there are conflicting philosophies ; their pretensions, all absolute, 
are mutually destructive. On the contrary, the dispassionate 
study of tBc^B will lead to reasonably safe and permanent results. 
Perhaps this method wiU never be able to answer ultimate 
questions; if such be the case these questions are, humanly 
speaking, insoluble. Positivism is not atheistic but agnostic, 
and even its agnosticism is merely provisional. One cannot 
prove scientifically that the unknown God is unknowable : such 
a demonstration is logical, and therefore purely human ; in so 
far as it transcends our experience it belongs to metaphysics. 
Thus Positivism is a confession of ignorance rather than a 
solution* 

The strictiy scientific turn of mind belongs neither to the 
study of religion nor to that of literature, for it is the negation 
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of both. That which interests ns is the inflnenee of such a 
spirit on men whose tendencies were natorally different. Men 
who were at heart traditionalists, mystics, sentimentalists, or 
rationalists felt boond to accept the scientific point of view : the 
result was a conflict between heart and intellect, between 
aspirations and convictions. Some tried to escape from the 
problem through the worship of form, of art for art's sake — the 
most aristocratic brand of opinm ; some were driven to despair 
by the contradiction within themselves: Yigny, Leconte de 
Lisle, Mme. Ackermann, Snlly-Pnidhomme, Amiel; some 
attempted to reconcile all opposed tendencies in the synthesis 
of historical curiosity and sympathy : Sainte-Beuve, Benan. In 
the problems of practical life, few were tempted by the easy 
solution of epicurism ; most adopted as their doctrine some form 
of stoicism, of which Vigny, the greatest of them all, remains 
the noblest exponent. 

Such is our adaptation to the needs of this book of Comte's 
Three States. We do not mean to defend this classification on 
philosophical grounds; even if it were much better, it would 
never be adequate to the infinite variety of human souls and 
intellects. Its firalts are obvious; but it follows the division 
into schools, sects, and parties that the contemporaries them- 
selves adopted. When it comes to the central problem of their 
religion, all Catholics stand together — ^Veuillot, Gratry, Hello, 
Montalembert, divided in everything else, denounced Benan 
with equal bitterness. Benan, Taine, Littr6, may differ widely ; 
but, in the eyes of their critics (Caro, Dupanloup, Janet), they 
formed one group. If this rough classification only saves us 
a few repetitions ; if through comparison and opposition, it 
helps us to make a few individual characteristics stand out more 
clearly, it will have served its purpose well enough. 

Such therefore is the aim of this study : to interpret for our 
English and American Mends that aspect of French thought 
which they find hardest to sympathise with. Beligious 
differences, often more apparent than real, are the greatest 
obstacle to the genuine entente eordiale which ought to 
prevail between the English-speaking nations and France, their 
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flister in liberal thought. Perhaps a frank and dispaaaionate 
statement of religions eonditions in France, better than any 
ex parte apology, will help remoTO a few prejudices. In this 
hope this work is offered, as a tribnte of the author's Ioto for 
France, the land of his birth, for England, where he grew 
to eonadons manhood, and for America, the home of 
his ehoioe. 



BOOK I 

CHAPTEB I 

OATHOIilOIBM 

1. Character and Evolution of CathoUciam from 1848 to 1870. 

If, wishing to stody ihe Gatholio writers of the Seoond Empiie, 
we ooiuaiilt that wondeifal Uttle book, Lanson's HiUory of 
Preneh Literature, we shall find : on Lacordaire, a single page ; 
on Yenillot, a single paragraph ; on Montalembert and Benyer, 
a single sentence of four lines ; on de Laprade, a footnote ; 
on Oratiy, Hello, Barbey d'Anreyilly, nothing — ^altogether less 
than two pages, against a hundred doToted to the free-thinking 
contemporaries of these men. 

We quote M. Lanson because of the excellence of his work 
and of its repiesentatiTe Talue. On the whole, M. Lanson 
is scrupulously fair. He has little sympathy for the cheap 
Voltairianism of B6ranger ; he is rather amused by the philistine 
" Anti-clericalism " of Angier, or the.apocidyptic Anti-dericalism 
of Hugo, Eug^e Sue, Michelet. He pays his full tribute of 
admiration to JosejA de Maistre, and — ^this is a harder test — ^he 
praises Yeuillot sanely, without stint or strain. But Lanson 
was a DreyfhsiBt, wrote in Liberal papers, and his testimony 
might be rejected as tainted with partisanship. Messrs. 
Bmnetidfe, Doumic, Faguet, Jules Lemaitre, were or are 
staunch supporters of the Church, yet they agree, on the whole, 
with M. Lanson. In the opinion of the best French critics, 
Catholic literature, in the third quarter of the nineteenth 
century, counted for very little. 
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We mast insist, for this opimon is often challenged, although 
never openly. Bnmetidre, Lemaitre, Donmic, Fagnet, after all, 
are more or less transjuges and converts, some of them of 
recent date and of rather donbtfiil orthodoxy; they were 
infected with the vims of State edncation ; they cannot folly 
get rid of their pagan and rationalistic prejudices. In Catholic 
papers there appears occasionally some dark hint about a 
whole Uteratnre ignored or suppressed by '' official " critics and 
professors; about a vast conspiracy against such historians as 
Father Ooroni, or such philosophers as Blanc-Saint-Bonnet, 
who ought to be illustrious and are by tacit agreement kept in 
obscurity; about the necessity of rewriting Petit de Julleville 
ad majorem Dei glariam. The hypothesis, like all other tales 
of mysteiy, has its attraction. It appeals to one's chivalrous 
sense of right; and, after all, it is not absurd intrinsically. 
Histoiy has had to be rewritten many times over. The whole 
of mediaeval literature was, for three centuries, misunderstood 
or forgotten. For Saint-Simon glory bogan a century after his 
death ; for d'Aubign6, two centuries. Stendhal, writing in the 
thirties, expected to be understood about 1880 — and he was. 
Joseph de Maistre, hailed as a genius by his partisans in his 
own lifetime, did not secure universal recognition until thirty 
years later. In 1860 no critic would have promised Yeuillot 
a permanent place in literature : in 1911 this place is secure 
for him, a high and a large one. Hello is already more than 
an ''illustrious unknown," and his twilight may grow into 
a perfect day. Who knows but Blanc-Saint-Bonnet will be 
remembered when Jules Simon is forgotten ? 

But, tempting as it is, the theoiy is baseless. Even priests 
and prelates — ^Father Longhaye, a Jesuit, Mgr. Baonard, the 
President of a Catholic university — ^fail to reveal to us that 
mysterious, sacrificed Catholic literature. The same few names 
are always quoted: Montalembert, Lacordaire, Yeuillot — and 
surely there can be no complaint that these three men were 
silenced or ignored ! The first two were Academicians ; they 
had their hour of popularity and influence; they made more 
noise in the world than Yigny or Leconte de Lisle. In the 
case of YeuiUot notoriety had to die down before &me could 
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nse. Bat the promised unknown master remains a mystery — 
some wonld say a hoax. 

As a matter of fact, there is an immense body of Catholic 
literatnre never studied by critics, either because it does not fall 
within their jurisdiction^ or, we are bound to say, because it is 
beneath their notice. Of all books, theological treatises are 
probably the hardest and most technical, and if the official 
acts of the Church are generally written with an elegance and 
majesty unknown to ciyil documents, their style is so impersonal, 
they are in every way so closely modelled on traditional types, 
that only in exceptional cases do they rank as literature. Of 
sermons there is no end, but — and this is highly to the credit 
of the Church — they are supposed to derive all their merit from 
their doctrine and their efficacy, not from the beauty of their 
form or the personality of the orator. The brilliant discourses 
of Fathers Lacordaire, de Ravignan, Felix, Hyacinthe Loyson, 
at Notre-Dame were officially styled lectures, not sermons; 
they were almost a unique experiment in modem French 
Catholicism, and one which filled many pious souls with mis- 
givings. Then there are books of spiritual direction and 
mysticism : they transcend literature. Sainte-Beuve, a sceptic ; 
Barbey d'Aurevilly, a believer, both said, ''Where prayer 
begins, criticism loses its rights." 

But there is also the vast, insipid stream of edifying litera- 
ture published by such firms as Mame or Poussielgue: well- 
meant books, some of them ably written — ^not worse, on the 
whole, than the average Protestant production of the same 
kind. We shall have several times to refer to that expressive 
word " bondieuseries," freely used by such good Catholics as 
Huysmans and Jules Lemaitre. Most foreign tourists, on their 
way to the Luxembourg or the Sorbonne, have noticed the 
religious art shops around Saint-Sulpice, with their hideous 
statues painted in barbaric colours — ^the shame of a city which 
calls itself the modem Athens : these shops and their wares 
are called '' bondieuseries." Their exact equivalents exist in 
literature. Such books seem to reach an immense public. Les 
BiciU d'vne Soew^ for instance, had a larger circulation than 
many recognised masterpieces. We must therefore give up the 
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hope of discoTering a second French literatore hiddui behind 
ihe one we know. If there ever was any systematic ostracisin 
against Catholic writers it wf^ practised by the Catholics them- 
selves. If Barbey d'Anrevilly, Hello, Yilliers de I!l8le-Adam 
were ** excommnnicatedy" as L6on Bloy * maintains, it was by 
their oo-reUgionists ; not for heresy, bat on accoont of their 
original talent, distastefdl to the Philistine. 

What oondnsion shall we draw from this nndenlable insig- 
nificance of the Catholic element in literature? Not that 
Catholicism itself was on the wane and a negligible &ctor in 
national life ; for Catholicism in many ways was stronger under 
the Second Empire than ever before in the nineteenth century. 

The exact number of genuine Catholics at that time is difficult 
to ascertain ; eyeiy man who was neither a Protestant, a Jew, 
nor an open militant free-thinker was supposed to be a Bomanist, 
and the leaders of the party would proudly refer to their thirty- 
six million French co-religionists. Certain essential ceremonies — . 
baptism, the first communion, marriage, extreme unction, and 
burial — ^retained unshaken hold even of the most sceptical part 
of the population. Many a Voltairian who would scoff at super- 
stition when the deepest mysteries of the Christian faith were 
mentioned, would never cut bread without a sign of the cross 
or haye a meat dinner on Good Friday. 

The force of inertia kept many a nominal Catholic within tiie 
fold: political circumstances artificially increased the number 
of professed, actiye members of the Church, for the Church had 
become identified with social conservation. The Government, 
with its train of sceptical adventurers and Jewish financiers, 
was devout — ^more so than ever was that of Charles X.! 
Rigorously orthodox too was the saucy, cymcal, ** smart-set " 
Pjress, which so unexpectedly m^de itself the defender of 
tradition and dogma against Renan; Catholic also, the old 
monarchical and Liberal opposition — ^including Protestants, 
Voltairians, and Edecticists — all ultramontane since the days 
of June; Catholic, the French Academy, which admitted 
Dupanloup, Lacordaire, Oratry, because of their sacred cha- 
racter, and de Falloux, Montalembert, on the strength of 
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their semces to the Catholic cause. But many of these 
political converts were hardly Christian at all. Probably at 
no time daring the nineteenth centniy were active Catholics 
a majority in the coontry.* 

But they remained none the less incomparably the greatest 
religions power in France. They alone had a doctrine, a tradi- 
tion, an organisation. Their opponents were individaals, or 
small gronps of individuals, with hardly a principle in common. 
The mass of the people was amorphous and fickle then as now. 
And if among the large and strong Catholic minority there were 
superstitious peasants and self-seeking politicians, there were 
also heroes and saints whose names do not belong to literary 
history and are too often neglected ; there were such fine types 
of middle-class usefulness and Tirtue as Cochin and Bonjean, of 
brilliant, unselfish service both to higher education and to the 
poor as Ozanam, of total devotion to charity as Sister Rosalie, 
of saintliness in humble guise as J. B. Yianney, the &mous 
vicar of Ars. 

A large, powerful body, this is plain ; a comparatively poor 
literature, this is hardly less certain; the discrepancy is 
striking and remains to be explained. It would be ridiculous 
to ascribe it to the very essence of Catholicism ; in the country 
of Pascal, Bossuet, FSnelon, Chateaubriand, submission to the 
Church and literary genius are surely not incompatible. The 
reactionary spirit, it is maintained, partdyses intellectual activity; 
but, half a century before, reaction had led to a splendid revival 
of Catholic literature. Why did not the Second Empire have 
its Joseph de Maistre and its Chateaubriand ? Why did all 
the masters of French thought sever their coimection with 
Bome instead of joining in the chorus of praise, as under the 
Bestoration? Why was there among the Catholics themselves 
such an attitude of uneasy, quarrelsome conservatism instead of 
the joyous confidence, the assertive leadership of old ? Some 
lowering, weakening, materialising influence must have been 

* Ot IMne, L§i OrigifHea de la Fremee Conigmpormnet zi. ; Le Bigime 
Modem$^ iii. ; L^Xgliae, p. 188; notes uid doooznenta of ecdeaiastioal 
origixL AoooEding io his OBtimate, one woman in four, one man in twelve, 
are **ptaotiaing" OatliolioB. 
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at work. The Church represented no longer purely an ideal, 
bat also vested interests. We most dwell for a moment on this 
regrettable transformation. 

In 1846 Pins IX. became Pope, and from his accession he 
showed such liberal tendencies that Mettemich and Gtuzot 
shook their heads disapproTingly, and that the golden prospect 
of a reconciliation between Catholic tradl^ons and Democracy 
seemed brighter than ever. When the Bevolntion of 1848 broke 
out, this wave of confidence and enthusiasm was still strong ; 
the people, so violently hostile to the priests in 1830, respected 
them in 1848 ; the clergy blessed the trees of Liberty. In Bome 
the Pope granted a constitution, and was already hailed as the 
future president of an Italian Confederacy and the head ot the 
democratic party. Within a few weeks conditions changed 
radically. Whilst '* the days of June," frightening the French 
middle class, gave the ascendancy to the most conservative 
elements, Roman affairs were taking a revolutionary and tragic 
turn. The Pope dismissed his liberal ministers and called to 
power Rossi, a man of cosmopolitan experience and unusual 
ability. But skilful though he was, he found it well-nigh im- 
possible to steer between the retrograde pontifical court and the 
democratic populace. On the 15th of November he was mur- 
dered by the mob ; the Pope fled to the kingdom of Naples, and 
in February, 1849, the Roman Republic was proclaimed. 

Thus, by the beginning of 1849, a peaceable settlement of 
political and social conflicts had become impossible, and no 
doubt could be entertained as to which side the Church would 
take. In the first place. Conservatives and repentant Liberals 
rallied round her, bectose, every other authority being ruined, 
she alone represented tradition, organisation, power. Liberal 
Catholicism was swept away. In spite of all their fame, Monta- 
lembert and Lacordaire had never been whole-heartedly sup- 
ported by the bulk of their co-religionists, in whose eyes liberty 
remained a dangerous Utopia. Had the Liberals been stronger 
in number, influence, or conviction, they might have acted as 
mediators and tempered the violence of reaction. But some 
were afraid, and found it necessary to leave their Liberalism in 
abeyance ; the rest were distrusted and powerless. Then many 
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came sincerely to believe that Socialism and Religion were in- 
compatible. The days of June were considered as an explosion 
of envy, hatred, material appetites; the songs in which the 
Democrats claimed Jesns as their master were denoonced as 
blasphemous. Had not one and the same man, Prondhon, 
written the two formidable aphorisms, " God is Evil " and 
*• Property is Theft " ? Was not the motto " Neither God nor 
Master " ascribed to Blanqui ? Finally, although the question 
of temporal power was not, strictly speaking, a religious one, it 
was difficult for Catholics to separate the cause of Pius the King 
rom that of Pius the Pope. French democrats were logically 
bound to support Mazzini and the Roman Republic ; Catholics 
were no less naturally obliged to side with their Pontiff and 
against revolution. God, the Pope, property, law and order 
were all attacked by the same enemies ; practically all Catholics 
became reactionaries, and all reactionaries, whatever their pri- 
vate beliefis, stood as defenders of the Pope and the Church. 
The Romanticists, in the early part of their career, had been the 
'' Knights of the Throne and the Altar " ; the battle-cry of the 
new crusaders was '' The Pope and Property." 

In the Catholic Church and party, therefore, religion became 
inextricably entangled with purely material interests: the 
defence of private property against Socialism, the defence of the 
temporal power against Roman revolutionists and Italian 
patriots. Louis Napoleon, as President and as Emperor, under- 
took the double task of saving society and the Pope. The 
Catholics could not deny him their support ; Yeuillot, and, after 
some hesitation, Montalembert himself, advised their co-reli- 
gionists to condone the cawp d'itat. Thus was the alliance 
sealed ; the presence of a French army in Rome remained its 
sign. 

The Pope became more and more the master of the situation ; 
his temporal power stood as the symbol of all conservative 
interests ; his spiritual authority was more and more recognised 
as abiolute. Eveiy revolution, even when it harmed religion 
or the Church, had served the Papacy. The Galilean spirit 
succumbed with the old monarchy, had a faint revival under the 
Restoration, and finally died after 1830. When the King was 
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the sncoessor of Glovis, the descendant of Samt-LoniSy the 
eldest son of the Chorch, his power oould balance, even in eccle- 
siastical matters, that of the Pope himself. But who coold 
accredit any authority in religions affairs to Lonis-Philippe, the 
Voltairian, King by the grace of the barricades? When 
Lamennais transferred his allegiance firom absolutism to demo- 
cracy, he became at first more ultramontane than oyer ; the 
continuators of his work after his schism were as decidedly anti- 
Oallican as they were liberal. The influence of Joseph de 
Maistre* was steadily growing. His booh on The Pope was 
no longer taken as a brilliant paradox, but as a political and 
ecclesiastical gospel. The " Prophet of the Pas^" as he was 
styled, was becoming a prophet of the future. The Pope, 
materially helpless against revolution and conquest, was aU the 
more blindly and lovingly obeyed by his followers. No one 
would be so ungenerous at such a time as to add to his diffi- 
culties and sorrows. AU dissent, all opposition within were 
silenced. Ultramontanism was triumphant. In 1864, the pro- 
clamation of the dogma of the Immaculate Conception by the 
Pope, alone and on his own authority, was a practical assump- 
tion of infEdlibility ; in 1870 the Vatican Council made in£Edli- 
bility a dogma. 

The power thus attained was used by Pius IX. with remark- 
able singleness of purpose for a war on modem civilisation and its 
idols — ** liberty " and " progress." The European upheaval of 
1848 and his own tragic experience had filled him with horror for 
the Revolution, and for democracy and firee-thought as the instru- 
ments and ideals of the Revolution. This humble country priest, 
as he liked to call himself, a man of simple tastes and a kindly, 
cheerful disposition, assumed as Pope a sombre grandeur which 
impressed even his enemies. He was the representative of 
authority — ^the sole authority not of human origin but divinely 
ordained. All other powers were either his vassals or the 
creatures of revolution. He alone had principles to oppose to 
those of 1789, and he proceeded to assert them through his 
semi-official paper. La CiviUa CtUoUca, and in his apostolic and 
encyelical letters, with the fearlessness of a mystio. FinaUy, he 

• LatraUle, Joeeph de Maii^ et la P^ipamU. 
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had a systematic catalogue or SyUabus drawn up rehearsing all 
the errors that he had preyiously condemned (1864). In its 
negative and theological form this famous document may he 
interpreted in several different ways. Mgr. Dupanloup*s clever 
attempt to explain it away was commended by the Roman court 
itself. But Ultramontanes and free-thinkers alike took it 
lit^ally as an open declaration of war. Whatever may be its 
orthodox interpretation — and there seem to be several, all 
authorised by the Church — the impression on public opinion 
was unequivocal ; the Syllabus was summed up in its eightieth 
and last proposition: "Anathema on him who ever should 
maintain 'that the Pope can and must be reconciled, and 
compromise with progress, liberalism, and modem civilisation.' " 

In short, Catholicism, under the Second Empire, was 
influenced by four principal factors : at home, its alliance with 
political and social reaction; in Bome, the bitter memories 
of 1848, and anxieties as to the Pope's temporal power ; the 
growth of Ultramontanism, culminating in the proclamation 
of papal infEdlibility ; finally, the thoroughgoing, fearless 
character of Pius IX., which precipitated and intensified 
conflicts which a Leo XTTT. might have averted. 

Hence the general tone of Catholic literature, in which a 
spiritual note was at that time surprisingly rare. Yeuillot, 
a pitiless, unscrupulous fighter, jeered at the ** Charitans," 
Montalembert and Dupanloup, who censured his bitterness as 
unchristian. But they, although less coarsely aggressive, were 
hardly more charitable than he. In their works, under a film 
of traditional unction, there prevailed a hard, unsympathetic, 
materialistic train of thought. This was the result of the 
temporal preoccupations in which the Church was absorbed, 
and of her open conflict with modem aspirations. The Empire 
built magnificent churches everywhere, and gave Cardinals 
a seat in the Senate. But for aU this outward power and 
splendour, it was one of the darkest periods in the history 
of French Catholicism. 

2. ^Btheticism in Religion: the Satanic School. 
Of the two great Christian apologists in the beginning of 
the nineteenth centuiy, Joseph de Maistre was the apostle 

3 
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of authority rather than of spiritnality ; Chateaubriand was 
an artist and a sentunentalist, for whom the deep tones of 
evening bells, the mystic twilight of a Gothic chapel, the noble 
melancholy of a rained cloister, were all-conquering arguments. 
Absolutism and sostheticism combined at first in the futh of 
all the great Romanticists, although with them the influence 
of Chateaubriand was paramount. After 1848, however, Abso- 
lutism, the gospel of authority, became, as we have tried to 
show, the dominant factor in French Catholicism. Napoleonic 
despotism and papal infallibility were supported by Yeuillot, 
Barbey d'Aurevilly, and even, for a moment, by the pseudo- 
Liberal Montalembert. iBstheticism, the cult of beauty, had 
seceded. It was in democracy, not in the Catholic Church, 
that Michelet and Hugo now sought their inspiration ; and 
the men who, under the Second Empire, had the keenest sense 
of beauty in religious matters were Leconte de Lisle, a rabid 
antichristian, and Renan, in whom the Church recognised 
her subtlest and deadliest foe. 

Great as the influence of Le Oinie du Christianiime may 
seem to have been, it was probably never veiy deep. By 1848 
all its force was spent. Chateaubriand himself allowed his 
scepticism and disenchantment to be surmised under the noble 
cloak of his orthodoxy. With genuine Catholics a faith based 
on sensuousness and sentimentalism was discredited: it had 
led astray all its most famous adepts. For the rising genera- 
tion of realists and positivists, it embodied all the faults of 
Romanticism — vagueness, arbitrariness, subjectivism. For pure 
artists it had come and gone, like any other fashion: after 
Chateaubriand, Lamartine, Vigny, Hugo, Catholicism had 
become a hackneyed theme, good enough for provincial poets, 
like Laprade, Reboul, and Brizeux. Jocelyn was perhaps the 
last great success of sentimental Catholicism — ^but it was already 
verging on Rousseauist religiosity. La Chute d*un Ange^ which 
appeared soon afterwards (1886), was a failure. Soumet's 
Divine Epopee was voted to be tedious. Hugo was sketching 
the portrait of his ideal — and real — Bishop Myriel ; but he did 
not publish it until 1862, in Les MiserMes, and then deftly 
turned it into an apology of humanitarianism and a satire on 
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the modem dergy. The cult of beauty no longer led to Catholio 
altars. 

Or» if it didy it was through strange and deyions paths. To 
the Seraphum of Lamartine and Vigny, all parity, all harmony, 
succeeded the Diabolism of Baodelaire and Barbey d'AnreTillyy 
a compound of mysticism, lubrioityy and pathology. But both 
the white flower and the morbid growth were natural offshoots 
of Le Oenie du Christianiime. Sentimentalism in religion is 
ever a dangerous thing ; but when it is intensified by literature, 
it leads straight to — the devil. For the devil is good litera- 
ture, the angels are not. He is human through all his fiiults 
and sufferings : they are beyond the scope of our imagination. 
Then there lurks in all of us a secret sympathy for daring 
rebels: Prometheus, Satan, even Cain; cold, submissive per- 
fection we cannot endure. Even in Sunday-school books the 
bad little boys are generally more attractive than the good 
ones. On the heroic scale we find that Milton's angels of 
darkness are singularly more vivid than their pure and glorious 
brothers. Yigny's Eloa falls an easy prey to the charms of 
Satan. Much of Byron's success was due to his attitude of 
defiance and revolt. If the devil had not existed, the 
Romanticists would undoubtedly have invented him. 

Innocence, firom the literary point of view, is insipid. In 
France, its vogue will never last long. The French would 
rather boast of imaginary crimes than pose as more virtuous 
than they are. It was through their failings even more than 
through their noble qualities that the Romanticists could expect 
to retain the attention and sympathy of the public. Chateau- 
briand taught them the possibilities of sin. Mere guilt would 
pall on the taste almost as rapidly as innocence itself. Ouilt, 
on the ordinary plane, is simply vulgar ; and when it is not 
commonplace and half-hearted, it is brutal : a genuine criminal, 
after all, is an uninteresting personage. But religion trans- 
mutes guilt into sin ; it gives it a place in the great drama 
of the universe; it provides a foil for it, enhances its value, 
intensifies remorse, creates an admirable contrast between our 
abjectness and our aspirations. So Chateaubriand, the arch- 
sentimentalist, posed as though, through some unutterable 
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crime, he had incorred a mysterions curse. Byron, whose 
inflaence was second to that of Chateaubriand alone, was less 
subtle because he was less orthodox; but he too managed to 
use mysticism as a means of heightening the terror, the 
remorse, and thereby the ''interest" of sin. The French 
Romantic poets were law-abiding citizens, whose most heinous 
crime against society seems to have been slackness in their 
duties as National Guards; yet most of their heroes — Hemani, 
Didier, Antony — ** bore the fatal sign on their pale brow." Ben6, 
Manfred, and their progeny were already Fleurs du Mai and 
DiaboUqtAes, 

As for the weirdness, so striking in Barbey d'Aureyilly, and 
which Bauddaire was long supposed to have borrowed from Poe, 
it was also one of the elements of early Romanticism. The 
taste for the supernatural began far back in the eighteenth 
century. Much of the favour enjoyed by Hamlet and Faust was 
due to their elements of mystery and terror. Hoffmann's tales 
had a wider and more lasting popularity in France than in their 
own country, and so widely read and admired was Melmoth the 
Wanderer that Balzac himself wrote a Melmoth riconcUie. 
The great vogue of the Middle Ages brought witchcraft and 
demonology into favour. Even such a sunny, healthy pagan 
poet as Gautier cultivated, fifteen years before Baudelaire, the 
morbid and the uncanny. 

Mysticism and terror are blended in the *' Diabolic " school 
with love, or rather with sensuality. This combination is by 
no means modem. Baudelaire himself dated it back to the 
last days of the decadence of Rome : ** Mysticism is the other 
pole of that magnet of which Catullus and his band, poets whose 
love was simply brutal and skin-deep, had known only the pole 
* sensuality.' " Long before the publication of Michelet's 
amusing and highly romantic Sorciere (1862), the alliance of 
demon-worship and debauchery in witchcraft was a common- 
place of popular history. And not only the Spanish mystics 
with daring crudity, but even the French Quietists, had sys- 
tematically interchanged the vocabularies of spiritual and 
earthly love. 

The fondness of the Diabolists for physiological details of a 
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harrowing nature — ^wounds, sores, diseases, and ^* ce je ne sais 
qnoi qui n'a de nom dans anonne langue " — is another familiar 
feature of orthodox Bomanticism. The hospital, the ohamel- 
hoose, and the grave were fayonrite themes — even with Oautier I 
Hugo described monsters and tortures with visible gnsto; 
Mdrimee, in his coolest, most dispassionate tone, loved to relate 
blood-curdling stories of suffering and death. Dumas, kindly 
and childlike, took pride and pleasure in exhibiting physical 
pain on the stage (Henri III, et sa Cowr^ Christine, etc.)* The 
poems of Sainte-Beuve read at times like versified clinical 
reports, 

Baudelaire and Barbey d'Aurevilly, therefore, did not 
have the cheap merit of originality. They were belated 
stragglers of the great Romantic army, not renovators or initi- 
ators. Needless to say that there is more in them than degene- 
rescent Bomanticism— than self-conscious, carefally cultivated 
morbidity. Else their names would be forgotten, like so many 
others, in a dark comer of the Bomantic museum. Such is not 
the case : their fame is alive to this day. Even at their worst, 
they are interesting as extreme types of certain sentimental and 
spiritual deformations. 

It is difficult to determine the limits of Baudelaire's sincerity. 
The Flowers of EvU is not a straight confession — that much is 
certain. There is a Baudelaire legend — ^that of an eccentric, 
half-crazy personage, subtly corrupt, addicted to poisonous drugs 
and monstrous vices. The poet resented this opprobrious 
legend ; but, impelled by his inner demon of perverse mystifi- 
cation, he could not help encouraging its growth. It had some 
slight foundation in fact: not enough to give The Flowers 
of Evil the value of a clinical document. It is not a 
scientific study either. This was Baudelaire's specious plea 
when the book was prosecuted. But the very title is anti- 
scientific : it implies a double judgment, one of moral reproof, 
the other of esthetic admiration. His daily life was not pictured 
in his verse; his whole soul was not in his work, but his 
imagination at least was there. His poetry was the mirror of 
his dreams. 

Now, to Baudelaire, the dream-life meant more than to many 



38 FRENCH PROPHETS OP YESTERDAY 

of his healthier, happier contemporaries, Cramped in his 
material circnmstances, isolated in his pride, " yawning his life " 
like Chateaubriand, he sooght a refuge in ** the ideal," as he 
chose to call it, and when he came into contact with reality, he 
used it only as a stuff to make dreams of. Thus it became 
impossible to disentangle his fsuicies from his true self. They 
were unreal, and yet the only reality he cared for. His poems 
were a pageant which he gave to charm the ennui and solitude 
of his soul, and the pageant became his veiy soul. The identity 
between the man and the work grew to be so complete that he 
had to write : " Must I tell you, you who have not divined it any 
more than the others, that in this atrocwuB book I have put all 
my hearty all my tenderness, all my religion (travestied), all my 
hatred ? It is true that I shall write the reverse, that I shall 
swear it is purely a work of art, a piece of mimicry and 
juggleiy — and I shall lie like a charlatan."* 

That dream-life of his was coloured by his own sad experi- 
ence and by his intense desire for originality. Heredity, failure, 
disease, had made him morbid ; the influence of low Roman- 
ticism fixed vague tendencies into a permanent, semi-conscious 
attitude ; pride sooght for this attitude a philosophical sanction. 
The beauty of sanity and harmony came to strike him as 
offensively vulgar. Goodness and truth were good and true 
enough for the ** modem rabble " he so thoroughly despised. 
All religions of healthy-mindedness, optimism, progress, nature, 
were hateful to him. Catholicism was at hand to provide him 
with a doctrine. As a man, as an artist, as a thinker, he found 
satisfaction in the more sombre aspects of its mysticism and 
theology. The doctrine of total depravity, the corruptedness of 
the flesh, the constant presence of the enemy, the haunting fear 
of death and of eternal punishment — he needed such notions as 
these for imparting to his fancies the haut-gofU he was craving 
for. At the same time, their spirituality gave them distinction, 
kept them flu* above the brutal pessimism of materialists like 
Taine. Theological and ecclesiastical terms and images are 
constantly found in his poetry : angels and demons, sin, hell, 
damnation, sacraments, priests, monks, bells, cathedrals, incense, 

^ Corr.fiSa. 
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ex-Toto. This is not a mere literary trick, bat the expression 
of his habitual train of thought. To Flaubert he wrote : " I 
cannot . . • account for certain sudden acts and thoughts of 
man, without the hypothesis of the interrention of an Evil 
Power not in himself," * " All heresies are but the consequences 
of the great modem heresy — ^the artificial doctrine substituted 
for the natural doctrine— I mean the suppression of the doctrine 
of original sin.*' f 

But the Catholic poet remained, first of all, a seeker after 
sensations and a sentimentalist. He was not satisfied with the 
mere description of sin and its horrors ; he must needs taste and 
analyse the enjoyableness, the fascination of that very horror, 
the flower of evU: '' The charms of horror appeal only to the 
strong." I The libertine, yearning insatiably for the obscure 
and the uncertain, loves his own hell.§ Pride in one's own 
reprobation takes the place of remorse. Consciousness in doing 
eidl is "the last relief, the sole glory " of the sinner. || Thus he 
gives himself the illusion of a free choice, and even in spiritual 
disaster remains the captain of his soul. 

Systematic depravity could go no farther. Downright 
blasphemy would not make matters worse. On the contrary: 
whoso takes pride in evil must not obscure the distinction 
between good and evil, else his perversity would lose much 
of its zest. The three pieces entitled RevoUe are not in 
harmony with the true Baudelairian spirit. They proceed 
from the assumption that Satan and Cain were "wronged," 
that there is, as Vigny said, a great historical case to be judged 
anew before the court of our conscience. Such a view is an 
unnatural, inverted form of moralism, a paradoxical but genuine 
craving for justice and truth ; it may be depraved, it is not 
perverse. Baudelaire afBrmed that these three pieces were 
mere pastiches; and it seems safe to accept his word for it. 

Sainte-Beuve compared the Flowers of Evil to a nightmare, 
to a temptation of St. Anthony, just before the cock crows 
and the sleeper wakes ; these feverish, disordered fancies would 
soon be dispelled by the light of day. But this, to Sainte- 

• Carr. 968. t Ibid. 86. } Flsun du Mai, S78. 

S Ibid. 907. II Ibid. 944. 
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Beuve's regret, the reader was not made to realise. The 
great critic himself had known morbid hours and outlived 
them: Consolations had followed Joseph Dehrme. But 
Baudelaire's imagination was one-sided and wholly diseased. 
He never woke to normal life again^ as Goethe did after 
Werther, Yet there are in his poetry notes which seem to 
herald the dawn: all too few, but all the more precious. 
Such are: — 

** Through the operation of some ayenging mystery 
In the slumbering brute an angel awakens " ; * 

and the closing lines of Le Voyage a CytKere : — 

"Ah, Lord! give me the foroe and the ooorage 
To contemplate my heart and my body without di8gn8t."t 

In these outbursts of remorse, Baudelaire rivals Yerlaine at his 
best. A few more such touches, and he would have made 
good his claim that the Flowers of EvU is " filled with ardent 
spirituality." 

As it is, the book is a remarkable feat of poetic skill ; it has 
psychological merit and even some moral interest ; but it does 
not ring true as religious literature. Its intermittent sincerity 
is smothered by downright affectation, sensationalism, and senti- 
mentalism; in its mixture of mysticism and sensuality, the 
latter is evidently the predominant element. A faith used for 
adding qpice to lustful pleasure must be of a vexy eq[uivocal 
character. Catholicism was for Baudelaire a good working 
hypothesis; had Pantheism inspired him with more enjoyable 
dreams, he would have adopted it with the same degree of semi- 
sincerity, t And his final religious opinions are perhaps truly 
expressed in this passage : " When I am absolutely alone, I shall 
seek out a religion, Tibetan or Japanese — for I despise the Koran 
— and at the time of my death I shall abjure this last religion, 
in order to show clearly my disgust for universal stupidity." § 
Yet Baudelairianism is not essentially different from the 

• F.duM.lU. t Ibid. 891— of . also L'Examm ds MlmnU, S18. 
I Oorr. 428. { Ibid. 886. 
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religions attitude of Chateaabriand or Lacordaire. When 
the author of poems censured for their immorality aspired to the 
succession of the ascetic Dominican friar in the French Academy, 
this was considered even by his friend Sainte-Beuve as a piece 
of impertinence and studied eccentricity. There is no reason 
to believe that Baudelaire was not in earnest. As he wrote to 
Alfred de Vigny, there were between Lacordaire and himself 
two bonds of kinship : Christianity and Bomanticism.* 
Esthetic sentimentalism in religion has its seamy as well 
as its glorious side, and they are not so fsLt apart as one 
would imagine. 

Baudelaire is the best known exponent of depraved Catholicism. 
He was neither a great thinker nor a supreme artist ; Barbey 
d'Aurevilly was better informed, as keen an observer, and a 
more productive writer. But Baudelaire never left his own 
narrow field, and he showed in it a rare power of poetic 
concentration. There were half a dozen men in Barbey 
d'Aurevilly, and for that reason he remains to this day one 
of the '' illustrious unknown " of French literature. 

Like Baudelaire, he had his legend. The theorist of 
Dandyism, the enthusiastic biographer of Beau Brummel, 
the belated Romanticist who at seventy sported in Paris his 
lace cuffs, his gold-braided, tight-fitting trousers, his hat lined 
with red velvet, with the swaggering grace of a musketeer and 
the gravity of a prophet, was considered as a hoary child, a 
harmless lunatic, one of the amusing curiosities of the capital. 
Those who knew him better added that he was a ** pyrotechnic " 
conversationalist ; his irrepressible and paradoxical fancy would 
take the form of unexpected and dazzling images, which went 
sky-high and left night darker. He was also reported to be a 
staunch believer in the existence and influence of the Devil — 
perhaps a Devil-worshipper himself, a seeker after strange 
sensations, who would fain discover an eighth capital sin. 
A thorough gentleman withal, a model of unfailing kindness 
and old-fashioned courtesy, and, for all his Dandyism and 
Satanism, his coruscating and truculent wit, as simple as 
a child. 

* Oorr. 828-88S. 
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Baudelaire admired his first novels — Une VieiUe Ma%tres»e^ 
UEnsorcelee — which indeed, several years before the pablication 
of the collected FUurs du M(d, offered the true Baadelairian 
oompound : vice and crime with a dash of mysticism. The tales 
Les Diaboliqties (published 1874) belong even more strikingly 
to the same school. Barbey revels in descriptions of sin, per- 
versity, demoniacal possession. Yet Diabolism, like Dandyism, 
is only one aspect of his talent, and should not be unduly 
emphasised. Barbey differs from Baudelaire in many respects. 
First of all, he is openly, almost blatantly orthodox — and his 
religion is not so much a part of his literature as of his politics. 
Baudelaire invoked de Maistre, but he was pre-eminently a 
sentimentalist, a disciple of Chateaubriand. Barbey is a much 
more consistent advocate of the principle of authority, a more 
genuine follower of de Maistre. Then, although he probably 
beUeved in the Devil, he did not bind the fate of his novels and 
tales to such belief ; every incident could be explained without 
the intervention of a personal Prince of Darkness. ' ' Diabolism ' ' 
is rather a spice than an essential ingredient in his works. 
Without it they would retain their value. Perhaps they would 
be more seriously considered and better appreciated. For he has 
many romantic qualities — spirit and colour, for instance, with a 
new touch of intense local realism. He is the Homer of the 
Valognes district, supreme in his Uttle realm, and thereby 
precious for all times. Let us hope that the Satanic dandy 
Barbey d'Aurevilly will not be forgotten, for he is a picturesque 
and harmless figure ; but let us also hope that he will no longer 
obscure the tormented, lop-sided, intemperate, and powerful 
novelist of Le Chevalier des T<mches, 

Baudelaire and Barbey d'Aurevilly did not form a school ; yet 
it would be an error to believe that they exhausted the possi- 
bilities of Romanticism, depravity, and Catholicism combined. 
This kind of literature kept its morbid fiisoination^ even after 
the excesses, the scandal of the Flowers of Evil and their cheap 
vulgar imitations. Barbey d'Aurevilly lived until 1889 ; this 
patriarch of parodoxical orthodoxy saw several generations of 
Baudelairians. He knew their common ancestor, Chateaubriand ; 
he influenced, criticised, defended Baudelaire himself; he read 
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Yilliers de risle-Adams's pages of mystic and savage irony,* 
and Yerlaine's poems of corrupt love and child-like faith, 
alternate or parallel ; he corresponded with L£on Bloy and fore- 
told to Haysmans that A Rebowrs would lead him to La 
CathidrdU. Baudelaire's spirit extended its influence afar, and 
that influence is still with us : it inspired several of Swinburne's 
poems, t tainted for a while Maeterlinck's true nobleness of soul, 
and in the guise of Wilde's Salome assumed the proportion of a 
world-wide disease, t 

3. The Gospel of Authority : D*Aurevilly and Veuillot. 

Thus the spirit of Chateaubriand, perverted, but still recognis- 
able, lingered in French literature. The influence of Joseph de 
Maistre operated in a very different manner. Outwardly, his 
rigid system had under the Second Empire a much more potent 
action than the vague and subjective religiosity of Chateaubriand. 
Even Baudelaire, who sought in Catholicism only sensations and 
images, and who was totally indifferent to the destinies of the 
Church, disowned his romantic filiation, and professed the 
warmest admiration for de Maistre the Seer. History, as 
interpreted by the Conservatives, seemed to support de Maistre's 
main contention and to verify his prophecies. No stable society 
without religion, no religion without a Church, no true Church 
but the Roman Catholic, and no genuine Catholicism without an 
infallible Pope : such was the gist of his teaching. It was 
necessaiy to restore the principle of authority — but only one 
authority claimed to come directly from God and showed 
historical permanency. Theocracy was the only alternative to 
revolution. A reaction would have taken place, no doubt, even 
if de Maistre had never written a line. But his books prepared 
men's minds for it. A sort of dogmatic authority was ascribed 
to his writings : for they provided the Conservatives with what 
we are all craving for — principles in accord with our interests 
and passions, a theory that iustifies our practice. De Maistre 

* TribtUcU Bonhommet. t Dolores, 

I Salome is perhaps the masterpieoe of Bftudelairianism, the fullest-blown 
flower of evil. Baudelaire's Une Martyre is not so complete, because it 
is not oonneoted ¥7lth saored history. Of. also M. Bollinat. 
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was given the title which he had attempted to wrest from his 
great Gallican adversary, Bossnet : he became the '' last Father 
of the Church." 

Bat however great his favour and even his real influence on 
the Catholic world,* his direct action on literature was small. 
Only two writers of note, Barbey d' Aurevilly and Yeuillot, were 
unquestionable disciples of de Maistre, and even in their case it 
is difficult to tell how much they received directly from him. 

Barbey d'Aurevilly, as a political and religious philosopher, 
was never taken seriously : Louis Veuillot was perhaps taken all 
too tragically. A virulent, unsparing polemist, admirably fear- 
less, but excessive and unscrupulous, he had a marvellous gift 
of righteous indignation and vitriolic expression. His hand was 
against every man, and every man's hand against him. No man 
was more ardently hated, more vilely insulted — ^not even the 
Emperor himself. Victor Hugo would repeatedly divert the 
torrent of his invective from "Napoleon the Little" to 
the Catholic journalist. Emile Augier made him the invisible 
centre of his satirical play, Le FiU de Giboyer, His name 
caused Montalembert, his nominal leader, to lose his aristocratic 
self-possession. Scherer, the grave, learned, somewhat ponderous 
critic, was never so near raving as when he reviewed Les 
Paffams de Borne and Les Odeurs de Paris. Even 
Doudan, the gentle ironist, spoke of him with unwonted bitter- 
ness. Only Sainte-Beuve, myriad-souled Sainte-Beuve, was 
able to judge the monster judicially. 

The doctrines which he defended with such uncompromising 
energy were apparently those of Joseph de Maistre. Like de 
Maistre and Barbey d'Aurevilly, Veuillot was a blind believer in 
the principle of authority, as opposed to the principle of 
revolution. Human nature is corrupt; what it needs is not 
freedom, which leads only to evil — not education, which implies 
the existence of good germs to be developed — ^but discipliiie, 
repression, and the sterner the better. We need an authority 
from above, from without, to help us conquer our evil instincts. 
Pn>testantism and Philosophy compromise with the enemy, the 

* And OTen outBlde : iome of hig theories oombined with thoee of Saint- 
Bimon in the mind of Angoite Oomte. 
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natural man; they tolerate or eyen praise indiyidaal inter- 
pretation, autonomy, liberty — ^bnt liberty means anarchy and 
dissolution. The Catholic Church alone claims and exercises 
absolute spiritual authority. She alone stands on the side of 
God, against the first Bevolutionist and his innumerable 
followers, loose-liyers, free-thinkers, and Protestants. 

Veuillot was a thoroughgoing theocratist, like de Maistre. 
Papal in&llibility was one of his dearest belieiiB ; its proclama- 
tion in 1870 gave him one of the greatest joys in his life. Like 
de Maistre also, he hated more than heretics or free-thinkers 
those orthodox Catholics whose obedience to the Pope was not 
unconditional. Gallicans, Liberals, were in his eyes traitors, 
enemies within the gates. 

After Joseph de Maistre and with Barbey d'Aureyilly, he 
defended Catholicism in an aggressive manner, sombre and 
scornful at times, then airy, flippant, sarcastic, always very 
different from the calm dignity of the older apologists — the 
majesty of Bossuet, the unction of Fenelon.* These modem 
champions of orthodoxy and discipline affected in their method 
the dash and irresponsibility of free-lances. They were called 
the Bashi-Bazouks of the Holy See. They did not balk at 
inyective ; they indulged in pleasantry, and revelled in paradox. 
They would play endless variations on the theme "Credo 
quia absurdum," thus sending the Voltairians into fits of 
impotent rage. Many good Catholics defended the Inquisition, 
the Jesuits, modem miracles, in an embarrassed, half-apologetic 
manner : then it was that Veuillot loved to display his defiant 
orthodoxy. It was his principle never to yield a point to the 
enemy. If his contention was weak, it had to be reasserted 
with increased energy ; if totally indefensible, the afi&rmation 
ought to be all the more enthusiastic and trenchant. We can 
see this method and this spirit at work in the famous apology 
for dirt : ''The empire of the world belongs to the dirty nations. 
• . . All those who love cleanliness are weak. And it must be 
so. Whatever they say, the human body is but dirt. God made 
it out of mud ; naturally it can find no strength except in its 

• They might have claimed as their model Paaoal, not only in his 
Pravmoiaisit but even in his PinsSea, 
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component elements. The sonl, of course, must be clean! 
Bom of the breath of God, the sonl is pmity itself, and lives on 
purity alone. Bat this is the great evil: all Inxories for the 
body paralyse and betray the soul. . . . The Muscovites may 
conquer the world : their triumph depends not on their progress 
in civilisation, but on the strength and duration of their appetite 
for tallow." * This passage of course is fidl of humorous 
exaggeration, although Father Longhaye, like many less 
orthodox critics, seems to take it seriously. But it is the only 
answer offered to a very serious objection (the inefficiency of the 
Piq>al Government in , sanitary matters), and it contains a 
dangerous mixture of paradox and earnest faith. The new 
apologetics may provide easier reading than the old, but will 
hardly be considered more convincing. 

But it seems as though Yeuillot did not care to convince any 
one. The nature of his fiftith and his temperament made him 
the reverse of a missionary. His faith was so absolute that, 
forgetting he was a convert himself, he came to think that every- 
body knew where the truth was; pride, cowardice, perversity 
alone deterred people from confessing with their lips what they 
believed in their hearts. There are no genuine unbelievers: 
there are only personal enemies of God. Whoever, in a 
Christian land, is not a Christian (i.6., an ultramontane 
Catholic), is, not a soul in darkness, to be pitied and en- 
lightened, but a fool and a scoundrel. The theory, monstrous 
as it may seem to the lukewarm, is yet logical enough. When 
the Gospel is preached to sane and moral men, and is refused by 
them, there can be only two alternatives : either wilfulness on 
their part, for which they are responsible in this world and in 
the next, for it is the sin of man ; or spiritual blindness, lack of 
grace, for which they are not morally responsible, but God 
Himself The second hypothesis is in many respects more 
dangerous, more monstrous than the first. If unbelievers are 
not victims, they are criminals. 

Yeuillot had not patience with the *' Charitans," as he called 
theui, the Catholics who urged him to be patient and gentle 
with his enemies. No truckling to vice ! and heterodoxy was 

• Les Odeum de Paris, 438. 
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essentially a Tice. He loTed his enemies, he thonghty as the 
shepherd's dog loves the sheep. He was commended of the 
shepherd : * his conscience was at peace. 

The intolerance bom of his unreasoning faith was made worse 
by the intemperance resulting from his early training and the 
nature of his life's work. Yeoillot was a man of the people. 
His &ther was a cooper. His own education was neglected. At 
an early age he was allowed to read licentious eighteenth- 
oentniy noyels which could improve neither his taste nor his 
morals. Later he became a clerk at a notary's, and before he 
was of age he was already engaged in active journalism. Tears 
of patient self-culture and the experience of a varied life could 
never make up for the want of sound training and refining 
influences. It was perhaps ungenerous and pedantic of Scherer, 
a great scholar himself, to tax Yeuillot so severely with his 
ignorance: at that time, Yeuillot had a multitude oi facts at 
Ms command, but the critical spirit he never acquired ; he was 
a master of French prose, direct, personal, racy, popular, and 
yet in the best classical tradition — ^but '' taste " was a word he 
could not understand. In controversy he despised, as insincere 
and £unt*hearted, the courteous fencing of gentlemen and 
scholars : strong words and good hard blows were his method of 
settling a quairel. 

A quiet, disinterested occupation might have subdued the 
vulgarity of his temperament, but he left the drudgeiy of office- 
work for the fever of journalism. A journalist he was from first 
to last. As a poet he was generally mediocre ; as a noveUst he 
is forgotten even by the very special public for whom he wrote ; 
as a purely religious writer (Life of Jesus, Meditations on the 
Rosary, Prayers to the Virgin) he is undistinguished. All his 
works are either collections of articles (Melanges) or volumes 
written in the same tone and the same spirit as his articles. 
His literary life was a constant battle for forty years : such a life 
intensified his pugnacity and stunted the growth of his gentler, 

* Pins IX., who had much in oommon with Yeuillot, supported him 
against the Archbishop of Paris and the illustrious Mgr. Dupanloup. His 
mission in lile, he said, was to make the perseoutors of truth, the oppressors 
of conscience and inteUigenoe, feel the weight of his indomitable and avenging 
loom {Odswrs de Paris, zvi). 
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more spiritual qaalities. Or rather it was unfaYonrable to the 
literary expression of these qaalities : until his correspondence 
was published none but a few friends knew the real man. 

Thus it was that this sincere Christian, this great and losing 
heart, spent his life denouncing and cursing. This turn of mind 
served him in one respect : he was no philosopher and little of a 
mystic, but he was a powerful moralist. If he seldom reminds 
us of Bossuet and FSnelon, he often is the worthy successor of 
Moliere and of La Bruyere. His eighteen volumes . of Mihingu 
and his two best-known books, The Free-Thinkers and The 
Odours of Paris f are mostly collections of moral satires. 

The Odours of Paris (in opposition to Les Parfums de Borne) 
is Veuillot's masterpiece. The eyil it denounces is not intellec- 
tual, as in the earlier Free-Thinkers (1848) : it is the result of 
free-thought, the gross, cynical materialism of Parisian society 
in the closing years of the Empire. The pictures it offers are 
daring, the style crudely realistic. Our sympathy goes to 
Veuillot in his courageous war against undeniable eyUs; but 
here again he is blind to one side of the question. He assumes 
that immorality and free-thought go hand in hand ; but among 
the corrupt politicians, journalists, actresses, financiers whom 
he denounces, not a few professed the most rigid orthodoxy. 
Victor Hugo, Quinet, had their small and even their ludicrous 
sides, no doubt, but they were in exile for conscience' sake. 
Science is and ever was bankrupt. Catholics assert. Oranted ; 
but all the prominent scientists of that time led admirable lives, 
unselfish and pure. Veuillot was sincere and meant to be fiftir ; 
but the rectitude of his moral judgment was warped by his 
intolerance. The book is a fine piece of literary work, and a 
precious social document : frt)m the religious point of view, it is 
worse than unconvincing, it is repulsive. It ends fittingly with 
the famous paradox on the holiness of dirt. 

The tone of constant bitterness and hatred which pervades all 
the works of Veuillot soon becomes wearisome. No plea of 
" righteous indignation " could justify him for personal attacks 
on the private life or the bodily infirmities of men whose con- 
victions differed from his. For the Revolutionary motto: 
*' Liberty, Equality, Fraternity," he wished to substitute the 
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words: "'Jostioe, Hnmilityy Charity/' But in the 
daily praotioe of these commendable yirtues he failed utterly. 
** Wb delight was in cursing ; he clothed himself with cursing 
as with a garment." 

Yet he was at heart kind and loving. Even if we distrusted 
his long biography by his brother, * we should find in his corre- 
spondence the self-picture of a conscientious, sane, and afiection- 
ate man, more genuine, more manly, more loTable than most of 
his adversaries, rising without an effort to the heights of 
silent heroism in his days of trial and sorrow. In this, as in 
many other respects, he bore a curious resemblance to a man 
whom he considered as an Antichrist — ^P. J. Proudhon. Both 
were men of the people, and remained men of the people, even 
after they reached fame. Both were coarse, violent, paradoxical. 
Both hated the ** enlightened ** bourgeois, which, with the words 
** Progress, Liberty,*' always on their lips, thought exclusively of 
their own welfare. Both were rigid moralists in word and deed, 
with a pure, modest, self-supporting home as their ideal. Both 
loved justice more than liberty, and were ready to serve 
Napoleon m. if he would be the champion of right. Both 
were full of rugged, popular eloquence, and fond of excessive, 
defiant affirmations. Both were hated and combated even by 
their own party. They stand as the most radical representatives 
of opposite causes — ^the Church and the Revolution. But on the 
tomb of his father, Yeuillot thought : *' This social edifice is 
built on iniquity : it shall be destroyed." He was at heart a 
Socialist. Proudhon devoted years of study to the Bible ; his 
anti-theism is full of religious passion : a touch of the hand 
might have kept him to Christianity. Brothers and enemies, 
these two men were greater than their fate and better than 
their work. 

4. The Liberal Catholics. 

There are, or there were, liberal Catholics, but liberal 
Catholicism is as inconceivable as liberal arithmetic. A divinely 
appointed infallible Church must stand for authority and disci- 
pline. If it tolerates liberty, it can be liberty only in non- 

* Bugtoe YeolUot, a oapital work in ewy respect. 

4 



50 FRENCH PROPHETS OP YESTERDAY 

essentials. In essentials it must enforce nnity^ else Catholicism 
would become a, loose federation of sects and national Churches, 
with all their variations and differences. ' The right of private 
interpretation is the source of all heresies. Unity is the test of 
tnith, and leaves no room for liberty. Liberal Catholicism, of 
its true name, is nothing but Protestantism, just as liberal 
Protestantism should rightly be called Free-Thonght. 

Lamennais had attempted to reconcile Catholicism with liberty. 
His newspaper, The FiUure, was of its very essence romantic : it was 
foil of noble intentions expressed in high-soonding words, which 
lent themselves to admirable attitudes and called forth the whole 
gamut of human feelings. But its doctrines were as vague as 
those of the Cenade. The Pope's letter of condemnation * was 
meant to dispel ambiguities. It stated unequivocally what 
liberties liberals had to forego if they wanted to remain 
Catholics. Liberty of thought for themselves they never 
claimed. Lamennais was at that time, and his disciples ever 
remained, rigidly orthodox. Liberties within the Church, any 
restriction of the Pope's absolute power, either in the form of 
assemblies and councils or through the privileges of national 
Churches, they had in horror : these liberals were from the first 
as anti-Gallican, as ultramontane as de Maistre himself. They 
had advocated the separation of Church and State: this was 
censured as almost a heresy. They had admitted the liberty of 
conscience, the right for themselves to believe, and for others 
the right not to believe. This, declared the Pontiff, came " from 
the fetid source of indifferentism,** and was " an absurd and 
erroneous opinion, or rather a piece of folly." We may wonder 
what remained of a Liberalism thus shorn of all the essentials of 
liberty. 

There remained, first of all, a tendency, a desire, vague no 
doubt, checked in every direction, but durable and powerful 
enough to give to the lives of these men some unity and much 
dignity. Perhaps there remained also an attitude — and if 
Lacordiure were not a saint we should say a pose — a beautiful 
one, half-consciously cultivated and secretly enjoyed for its 
esthetic effectiveness. Their sincerity is not in question ; they 

* Qngoiy XYL, Mran inm, August, 188S. 
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were not aetors — ^but they were orators, passionately fond of 
pnblic speaking and its exhilaration, and orators, after all, are 
aotors who compose their own lines. Who can deny that there 
was some Bomanticism k la Chateaubriand in Lacordaire's 
assumption of the white robe of a Dominican friar? 

After the collapse of Bomanticism in June, 1848, liberal 
Catholicism was a mere survival, an anomaly. The very term 
became looser, more ambiguous than ever. The liberal 
Catholic tendency was no longer fully represented by the liberal 
Catholic party. This party was a well-defined group, conscious 
of its unity, which was consecrated by the famous communion of 
La-Boche-en-Breny ; * Mgr. Dupanloup, Montalembert, de Fal- 
loux, the de Broglies, were its leaders. By the side of this 
group, and not always in absolute sympathy with it, stood 
Lacordaire, and in the following generation Hyacinthe Loyson, 
who were Christian orators more than party men, and democrats 
rather than parliamentarians. A third aspect of Liberalism can 
be studied in Mgr. Maret and Father Gratry, who, in the light 
of philosophy, attempted a genuine conciliation between the 
Church and the modem world. 

The liberal Catholic party secured from the end of 1848 to 
the end of 1851 a degree of influence which it lost soon after- 
wards. But it was its personnel rather than its principles that 
triumphed for a season. They were indeed able to achieve their 
great aim— to secure the liberty of education promised by the two 
revolutions of 1880 and 1848. But the spirit in which this con- 
quest was made was very different from the youthful enthusiasm 
which pervaded The Futwre in 1880-81. The liberty of edu- 
cation was voted not as a progressive but as a reactionary 
measure. The bourgeois, scared and infuriated by the repeated 

• Meeting of LarBoohe-en-Br^ny (Montalembert's country seat), October 12, 
1862. The memorial tablet — ^in Latin — reads as follows : *' In this chapel 
Felix, Bishop of Orleans (Dapanloup), gave the bread of the Word and the 
bread of the Christian life to a little flock of friends, who, long accustomed to 
flght side by side for a free Ohuroh in a free country, renewed their compact 
to devote in the same way the rest of their lives to God and to liberty. 
Present: Alfred, Gomte deFaUouz, Thtophile Foisset, Aug. Cochin, Charles, 
Comte de Montalembert. Present in the spirit : Albert, Prince de Broglie/* 
This was denounced later by Veuillot as the mysteries of La-Boche-en-Br^ny, 
the sect according to Cavour. 
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revolation of IS^S, were only too willing to strike an allianoe with 
the Church. The result was the compromise known as the Fallonx 
law — execrated by Radical Republicans to this day, denounced 
by Yeuillot and the Theoerats, but which, after all, was &ir and 
liberal enough to stand the test of sixty years. With some in- 
dulgence, this equiyocal measure can be described as the last 
triumph of the liberals. Henceforth they show nothing but 
reactionary tendencies or impotence. 

Under the Republic Montalembert assumed a prominent place 
in French politics : but it was as a strict ConserratiTe. ** Absolu- 
tism may be a great evil," he said, ** but revolution is evil itself, the 
incarnation of all falsehood." It was he who uttered the well- 
known words : '' We need a Roman expedition within our own 
borders [a VintSrieur] against anarchy." He was one of the 
chief agents of Louis Napoleon's presidential election, and in the 
anxious days between the Coup d'Etat and the plebiscite, he 
strongly advised his fellow-Catholics to vote in fS&vour of the 
dictator. Plainly his Liberalism was in abeyance. 

But even before the proclamation of the Second Empire he 
turned round again and went back to his former friends in oppo- 
sition. Why this new conversion? Was Napoleon HL no 
longer the Saviour of Society and the Soldier of the Church ? 
Yeuillot, more consistent, remained faithful.to the Empire as long 
as the Empire remained repressive and clerical. But Monta- 
lembert's Liberalism, in politics as well as in religion, was of a 
curious type, of which Burke was the most complete representa- 
tive, and which, in modem parlance, we would call Conservatism. 
He loved liberty — that is to say certain forms and certain tradi- 
tions, and the predominance of a well-to-do educated class; 
equality and democracy he hated and feared. The Napoleonic 
regime, based on the will of the people (expressed directly 
through plebiscites) and almost Saint-Simonian in its spirit, 
struck him as dangerously democratic and socialistic. Then the 
forms without which liberty such as he conceived it could not 
exist — i.e., a parliamentary government — were rudely swept 
aside. The Legislative Body was to be a modest, practical assem- 
bly, whose voice, until 1860, did not reach the public. Monta- 
lembert had approved of the sanguinaiy repression of June, 1848, 
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and condoned the regrettable acta of brntality of December 4, 
1861 : bat for an orator, the sappression of the yerbatim par- 
liamentary report was the one unpardonable offence. From the 
political point of view, the period of the Second Empire was the 
slow and painful agony of the liberal Catholic party. And when 
it came to power for a moment in 1870 — ^for Emile OUivier was a 
friend of Montalembert — ^the great leader was dying: for- 
tunately for him, for he was spared the spectacle of a new failure 
of his opinions, followed by the downfiEdl, not of the regime alone, 
but of the country. 

Ruined as a political factor, the liberal group found its 
position within the Church hardly more satisfactory. Monta- 
lembert and his friends remained the nominal leaders of the 
Catholics, and still enjoyed some social prestige, but their 
influence was restricted to a very small circla They were 
supreme in certain salons of the aristocratic Faubourg Saint- 
Germain, especially in that of Madame Swetchine, a Russian 
convert, a friend of Joseph de Maistre, the confidante and 
adviser of Lacordaire, a strong and clever lady whom Sainte- 
Beuve, with characteristic irreverence, nicknamed a ''Mother 
of the Church." They captured and controlled the most 
famous of all salons — ^perhaps the last — the French Academy. 
They were generally supported by the great liberal Press — 
especially by Le Journal des Debats^ and they had their own 
Review, Le Correspondant — a Revue des Deux Mondes with a 
cassock, Barbey d'Aurevilly called it. Within these narrow 
limits they were great men. Outside, and even in Rome, 
Yeuillot alone outweighed them all. 

For the Pope was committed to absolutism — the only policy 
consistent with his claims. The liberal Catholics condemned 
absolutism, and yet remained Ultramontanes. No wonder if 
they were considered by most democrats and free-thinkers as 
hypocrites, and by the Holy See as unreliable servants. 
Yeuillot, not they, had the right to speak in the name of the 
Pope — ^and they denounced him with a violence equal to his 
own, although expressed in more dignified language. Yet 
Yeuillot did nothing but translate into strong, popular French 
what Pius IX., Gregory XYL, and the long line of their 
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predecessors, Gregory VII., Gregory lY., had affirmed in stately 
Latin. 

The position of the liberals was thus a paradoxical one. 
Officially the leaders of French Catholics and the obedient 
servants of the Pope, they were openly distmsted by their 
troops, and secretly at odds with their master. Montalembert, 
de Fallonx, de Broglie, and even Dnpanlonp were trained 
politicians, and it may be said without irreyerence that they 
used their skill to the utmost for dodging the issue. Yet they 
could not avoid repeated conflicts — especially with such an 
aggressive and uncompromising foe as Yeuillot — and, of course, 
repeated defeat Three episodes will suffice to give an idea of 
this internecine war. 

In August, 1868, Montalembert attended the Catholic con- 
vention at Malines (Mechlin), in Belgium. He delivered one of 
his best speeches (20-21 August) : '' The old regime is dead, 
and will not rise again," he proclaimed. ** In the old order, 
we Catholics have nothing to regret, and in the new, nothing to 
fear. Let us disown any dream of theocracy. Caesars and 
Demagogues alike desire this horrible confusion of the spiritual 
and the temporal, the ideal of all tyrannies.* . . • The Spanish 
inquisitor who said to the heretic : Truth or death ! is as odious 
to me as the French terrorist who said to my grandfather : 
Liberty, equality, or death ! " t These are fine and strong 
words; but at the same time, the Catholic party — liberals 
included — supported " that horrible confusion between the 
spiritual and the temporal " in Rome. The advocate of toler- 
ation recognised that the individual conscience must be indepen- 
dent of the State, but not of the Church,! and he had admitted 
before, *' unhesitatingly," that if one could suppress the liberty 
of error, it would be a duty so to do.§ He was obliged to 
establish a distinction between the thesis and the hypothesis : 
from the Catholic point of view the liberty of thought is to be 
condemned, but, under present conditions, and as an expedient, 
it is legitimate. In spite of all precautions, contradictions, and 

* UEglMS mn dam VStat Ubre, Paris, Douniol, 1868, p. 109. 

t Ibid., p. 186. t ^icL, p. 87. 

§ L69 InUrSta OathoUqttss au XlXirn siiek, 1852, p. 99. 
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implied retractations, the speech was denounced by Le Monde ; * 
the Pope repeated that to belieye in the possibility of salvation 
outside the Chorch was a sin, and Cardinal Antonelli, the 
Roman Secretary of State, wrote to Montalembert a letter of 
blame. A new congress was held at Malines the following year : 
Montalembert found it advisable to take no active interest in it. 

In 1864 came the Encyclical '' Quanta Cura " and the Syllabus. 
The Absolutists were exultant. Le Monde quoted with approval 
the motto of the Pensawiento Espanol : '' All our faith is to 
stigmatise, as anti-CathoUc, liberalism, progress, and modem 
civilisation." It was a crushing blow for the liberals. But 
Mgr. Dupanloup rose to the occasion. With admirable 
ingenuity he explained away the dangerous document. The 
terrible last anathema, so direct, unequivocal, and inclusive, 
must have taxed Mgr. Dupanloup's subtlety to the utmost. 
Finally, it was satisfactorily twisted round like the rest. We 
should not say that the Pope ought to be reconciled and to 
compromise with progress, liberalism, and modem civilisation ; 
of course not : for that would seem to imply that he is not in 
full sympathy with them already. The Court of Home, with its 
strange mixture of intolerance and diplomacy, approved Dupan- 
loup's interpretation as well as that of the Pensamiento Espafiol. 
By this clever move, Liberalism saved its face for a season .f 

The worst was still to come. In spite of his anti-Qallicanism, 
Montalembert had been driven to the conclusion that an absolute 
Papacy was incompatible with any form of Liberalism. When 
rumours began to spread of the prospect of a council he 
welcomed the idea. A council was a Parliament ; perhaps it 
was time yet for the constitutional element in the Catholic 
organisation to be asserted and developed. But he very soon 
understood that the Council would be the death of Liberalism. 
Such a reign of terror prevailed in the Church that he, the great 
leader, could not express freely his opinions. His friends and 
brothers-in-arms, Dupanloup and de Falloux, refused to insert 

* VenUlot'B Unwers under a new name and without VeuiUot, after its 
sappression by the Imperial Government. 

t La CowoefUion du 15 Septembre et VEneyclique du 8 Dioembre 
(January 18, 1866). 
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his article in his own paper Le CorreipondanL ** Who oonld 
have foreseen/' he wrote to Lallementy '* • • • the permanent 
triumph of these lay theologians of absolutism [Yeoillot], who 
had first of all trampled under foot all our liberties, all our 
principles, all our ideas of former times to serve Napoleon HL, 
and then immolate justice and truth, reason and history, as 
a holocaust to their idol of the Yatican?"* Strong words 
again! But, illogical to the last, Montalembert blamed his 
friend, Hyacinthe Loyson, whose secession was already inevit- 
able. He died a week after this letter was published. The 
Pope received at the same time his last printed words and the 
news of his death. " This man had a great enemy — ^pride," said 
the Pontiff.! In answer to a denunciation from a number of 
French bishops, Pius IX. sent a letter of conmiendation to 
Louis Yeuillot ; four months after Montalembert's death, Mgr. 
Dupanloup left Borne in despair, on the eve of the proclamation 
of Papal infallibility. Liberal Catholicism was finally conquered. 

5. Philosophers : Mgr. Maret a/nd Father Gratry. 

Montalembert and his group represent aristocratic Liberalism, 
refined and narrow, more political than religious, and, through 
its fear of democracy, led to inconsistencies and contradictions. 
Lacordaire, whose public career was practically over at the time 
we are studying, was more open-hearted, freer-minded, more 
popular in spirit, and not without a touch of romantic daring ; 
but his doctrine lacked precision; he represented a tempera- 
ment, a sentimental tendency, rather than a school of thought. 
A third aspect of Liberalism remains to be studied: the 
attempted reconciliation between the Church and modem 
thought, between faith and science, in a synthesis of their 
highest elements. Such efforts are innumerable in Protestant 
countries : within French Catholicism they are extremely 
rare. The Church does not favour reconciliation, but insists 
on unconditional surrender. Even the most liberal Pope of 

* QaseUs de France, Maroh 7. 1870; Leoumet, MonUUemheH, vol. iii., 
p. 468. 

t Montalembert is not yet f or^ven ; his centennial wm not celebrated in 
Fiance, so bitter Is still the enmity he roused among the AbsolatiBta. 
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recent timeSy Leo Xill,, disapproved of modem phflosopby, 
and wanted to restore St. Thomae's Summa to its foU mediioTOl 
anthority. Bat, fraught with danger as it was, the attempt was 
made, nnder the Second Empire, by two sincere and coorageons 
priests, Mgr. Maret and Father Gratiy. 

Maret hoped to reconcile tradition and reason through a 
reyiyal of apologetic sciences, ex^esis, sacred criticism, his- 
torical criticism, the philosophy of dogmas, in a liberal spirit. 
In other words, he wished to find in the immense arsenal of 
theology theories that wonid suit his purpose. At first, such a 
method seems akin to that of the three brothers in the Tale oj 
a Tub, who discovered everything they wanted in their &ther*s 
will, or to the clever piece of theological jugglery by which Mgr. 
Dapanlonp transformed the Syllabus into a liberal document. 
The French are as a rule only too fond of straight, logical 
thinking, an admirable quality which they carry to the limit of 
absurdity, and not seldom beyond. If they are convinced of 
certain truths for plain, scientific reasons, they will not seek 
out an ambiguous confirmation of the same truths in ancient 
texts tortured out of their original meaning. If the earth does 
turn, it matters little whether theology can adjust itself to the 
fact or no. Whilst the English construe an old Act so as to fit 
new conditions, and will probably apply an Elizabethan statute 
on falconry to the regulation of aeroplanes, the French prefer 
to pass an entirely new law on a new principle. 

Yet the attempt, un-French as it was and doomed to failure, 
was noteworthy, at least from the practical point of view. 
Intellectually, it is easy to do without the doctrine of the 
Roman Church; but there is in Catholic tradition and dis- 
cipline an immense capital — poetic, moral, spiritual — ^which we 
can ill afford to reject. Mgr. Maret felt that the estrangement 
between the Church and modem culture would deprive good 
men, on either side, of advantages which by right were theirs. 
Even if he did display excessive ingenuity in the service of 
such a cause, he might easily be pardoned. 

His theory is by no means incompatible with a certain con- 
ception of orthodoxy and tradition, and curiously enough, with 
a conception popularised by the great absolutist and infedlibilist 
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de Maistre, long before Newman stamped it as his own : the 
doctrine of continnoos revelation through the Ghnrch, and 
consequently of the evolution of dogma. This doctrine is of its 
veiy essence Catholic ; not only does it make the Church instead 
of the individual the final authority in the interpretation of the 
Bible, but it exalts the Church above the Bible itself, for whence 
does the Bible derive its canonical sanction, if not from the 
Church ? At the same time, this strictly historical conception 
allows eveiy hope of progress. It is a conservative but a living 
faith, in harmony with England's conception of liberty, *' slowly 
broadening down from precedent to precedent," and with the 
new theory of evolution, which, under the Second Empire, was 
lust taking such a hold of scientific minds. 

The obstacle, Mgr. Maret thought, was not in the essence 
of Catholicism, but in the present form of its government. The 
Pope was '* exposed to the ordinary and inevitable temptations 
of absolute power." But the Church need not for ever remain 
what it had slowly become, an absolute monarchy. It contains 
the elements of an aristocracy, and even of a democracy. The 
salvation of Catholicism lay in a liberal constitutional reform 
through a general council (Memoir to the Bishops). Mgr. 
Maret expanded these ideas in a book, Du ConcUe Oeniral et de 
la Paix Religievse^ which was printed at the expense of the 
Emperor. Humours went abroad that the author was preparing 
a schism on national-liberal lines, with the support of 
Napoleon m.* The impossibility of such a scheme is manifest. 
Maret had not the temperament of a Luther; Napoleon HI., 
whose religious views were somewhat hazy, had no thought 
of embarking, at such a critical time for France and his dynasty, 
on so formidable an adventure as a new reformation. The 
printing of the work was delayed two years by intrigues and 
secret hostilities. When it appeared at last in 1869, the 
triumph of the infallibilist party in the future council was a 
foregone conclusion. Denounced by Mgr. Pie, the book was 
immediately placed under a ban, and after the Council the 
author himself assented to its suppression. 

* Gk>od obaeryera at that time— Benan wm one of them— oeemed to beliere 
in the posaibility of such a schism. 
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Mgr. Maret had a definite poP 7 of Liberalism, going to the 
root of the difficulty, the goyemment of the Church itself. 
The issae was tried and decided against him. He could 
hardly get a hearing in the Council ; he was jeered at and 
insulted by the Infallibilists.* He was fighting against an 
irresistible moyement and several centuries of Church traditions. 
His attempt, so plausible in theory, did not even attract much 
attention at the time. In our days it is deeply forgotten. The 
Modernists themselves, who tried to cany out some of his 
theories, never mentioned his name : his failure was too sure 
an omen of their own. 

Father Ghratry is better remembered. During the Second 
Empire he was one of the most prominent figures in French 
Catholicism. Brilliant, ardent, versatile, imaginative and 
systematic at the same time, easily swayed by one idea and 
not long by the same, he threw himself headlong into the 
great controversies of his time. With Mgr. Dupanloup, he 
waged war against sceptical and anti-Christian philosophers 
(Vacherot and Benan). With Hyacinthe Loyson, and in the 
best spirit of Lacordaire, he was interested in modem problems, 
the needs of the people, the cry of oppressed nationalities, 
international brotherhood, and he wanted the Church to use 
her powerful influence in favour of all noble causes. Like 
Maret, but with less prudence, more imagination, and more 
charm, he attempted to reconcile science and faith in a 
synthetic philosophy. 

Even when he attacked philosophers, it was in the name of 
philosophy — as sophists rather than as infidels. For Gratry 
believed in Reason, and defended its claims right and left, 
against the fideists like Bautain, who held that faith transcended 
human understanding, and against the French Hegelians, who, 
as he understood them, ruined all certitude with their endless 
chain of contradictions, their universal relativism, their concep- 
tion of God as merely an ideal. The Catholic philosopher was 
in this purely orthodox — ^for fideism is a heretical tendency, as 

* In Hgr. F^yre's BUtoin oriUg[ue du CcUhoUdsme Ub&rdl en France 
(1897) the Tiolenoe of tho attaoka against Hgr. Maret is almost incredible 
(«a life fan of enmes")^ yet Maret escaped formal censure and died an 
arohbishop: a masterpiece of perseverance and diplomacy I 
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M. Bnmeti^ disooyered a little too late ; at the same time, be 
seemed on this point a more direct disciple of the EncyolopsBdists 
than onr modem free-thinkers. Reason defended in the name 
of the Chnroh, by a priest, against anbeUevers : Voltaire wonld 
have enjoyed that paradox. 

But Reason^ as Gratiy nnderstood it, was more than the 
reasoning feusolty. The old form of reasoning, syllogism, is 
barren, and the logic based thereon mast remain critical rather 
than constmctiye. Gratry was intent on realising a synthesis 
of all forces in the human mind — intellectual, sentimental, 
spiritual. For, whether organic, intellectual, moral, or spiritual, 
life is one. A machine could reason syllogistically ; for a human 
being, pride and sensuality are obstacles, loye and yirtue are 
ayenues, to the discoyery of truth. 

Therefore, instead of the Cartesian method of pure deduction 
from intellectual axioms, Ghratry adopted the Baconian method 
of induction or transcendence. Through this dialectics, he 
hoped to rise from sensible things to intelligible things, thence 
to the necessary truths which are '* the adumbrations of God," 
thence to God himself. In the application, he used the 
infinitesimal method of Leibnitz and Newton, without perhaps 
stating clearly enough whether he meant it as a demonstration 
or as an analogy. This gaye rise to the legend of his haying 
proyed the existence of God mathematically and giyen ''the 
formula of God." 

But this dialectical progress necessitates a corresponding 
spiritual progress. We must deyelop what Pascal called the 
hearty Socrates the prophetic sovl, and himself the sense of God ; 
superior to abstract reason, which giyes us only ideas ; different 
from faith, which giyes us reyealed truth. If we would but 
conquer pride and sensuality through sacrifice and loye, then the 
sense of the divine would deyelop freely, and we would realise 
the absolute congruency between the reyealed Word and our 
aspirations and needs : '' Induction, sacrifice, and grace lead us 
to the throne of God." 

This philosophy, like Cousin's, was an eclecticism. Gratry 
did not belieye in systematic doubt as a necessary first step ; we 
should not isolate ourselyes from the past experience of the race, 
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we should Moept all the great results aeqoired by human reason. 
Thos in his treatise on the Knowledge of God» he passes in 
review the doctrines of Plato, Aristotle, St. Angostine, St. 
Thomas, Pascal, Malebranche, Fenelon, Petan, Thomassin, 
Bossnet, Leibnits. Bat his edectioism is very personal and 
innocently nnscmpiilons ; for he would ''gently solicit his 
authorities," * and even hunt up farourable quotations in tables 
and indices. With such a method one could array the Church 
Fathers against Christianity ; but it is brilliant and convenient, 
and is still a great favourite with orthodox apologists. 

The great objection to Oratiy's eclecticism — and perhaps to 
all forms of eclecticism — ^is that it remains syncretic rather than 
synthetic : science, imagination, conscience, mysticism, historical 
revelation, are juxtaposed rather than harmonised. We have 
already referred to the somewhat unexpected introduction of 
mathematics into theology ; critics had no difficulty in showing 
that there was no possible assimilation between the mathematical 
infinite, which is only the indefinite, and the metaphysical 
infinite, which is absolute. The admirable chapters in De la 
Cannaissanee de VAme on the place of immortal life t are a 
grand astronomical poem, more impressive than Beynaud's 
Terre et Ciel^ by which they were probably inspired. But they 
are neither science nor philosophy, and still less theology : they 
are sheer Bomanticism. The affirmation that pride and 
sensuality are obstacles to the clear conception of truth is 
legitimate; but the assumption that truth and the Christian 
revelation are coextensive is philosophically unwarranted. At 
the bottom, this is the same dangerous and intolerant doctrine 
as Yeuillot's ; unbelief is not an opinion, not even simply a mis- 
fortune, it is a sin ; Benan, Havet, Littre, even Yacherot, are 
not mistaken, they are perverse. A Catholic philosopher does 
not discuss, he rebukes. Finally, the introduction of the 
miraculous and of mysticism — ^which played no small part in 
Ghratry's Ufe — ^made the logical and scientific passages futile. A 
single breath from beyond dispels his elaborate castle of smoke. 



* The ezpraesion U Benan's — a oonleeslon as to his own method, 
t This immortal world will be the in$ide of a sphere, at the place towards 
which all consteUatiomi are now gxavitating. 
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In short, Gtratiy's philosophy held out magnificent promises 
which it could not keep. 

The tme, the best Ghratiy was not in his harsh and biased 
criticism of modem '' sophists," as he chose to call them, nor 
in his chaotic metaphysics, bat in warm-hearted, poetical passages 
thronghont the heayy treatises, in such a little book of spiritual 
directions as Les SowrceSf or in the second Tolume of De la 
Connaissance de VAme^ devoted to immortality. Simple as a 
child, impulsive, loving, Gratry was meant to be a spiritual force 
in a non-intellectual way. He was, like Lacordaire and Loyson, 
a romantic humanitarian in the best sense of the term — a 
believer in peace, fraternity, democracy, progress, a man whose 
true place would have been by the side of Lamennais, Hugo, 
Michelet, George Band, Pierre Leroux. But for that veiy reason 
he was, again like Lacordaire and Loyson, isolated in the Church 
and distrusted. The Council of 1870 struck him as it struck all 
the other liberals. He had, more courageously although less con- 
sistently than the rest, opposed the claims of the Papacy. When 
the Infallibilists triumphed, he did not go to the extreme of 
seceding, like DoUinger or Loyson ; but for two years he could 
not make up his mind to give his adhesion to the new dogma, 
and for two years, in Belgium as well as in France, he was 
pitilessly pursued by the victors, untU in doubt and despair, and 
on the point of death, he submitted. 

Perhaps his last declaration gives us the truest picture of his 
generous soul : *' My friends, you do not doubt the position I 
have taken before God, before truth, before the charity of Jesus 
Christ. 

''You who wish to crush the human mind under your 
Pharisaical hypocrisy, it is not for you I have laboured. 

''You who wish for the destruction of the unity of the 
universal flock, it is not for you I have laboured. 

" You who want all the truth in all the charity of Jesus 
Christ, it is for you, my brothers, Christians visible and invisible, 
Christians hidden under other names; for you, men of con- 
science and reason, men of kind hearts and goodwill, you who 
wish the prompt gathering of all upon earth, and the Kingdom 
of our Father in Heaven, it is for you I have laboured. 
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** I hail yon and bless you ; I clasp yon in my arms, and this 
kiss of peace which I give you, and which several of yon will 
receive in their generous hearts, is to-day for me a pro- 
found joy," 

6. Ernest Hello. 

Ernest Hello stands alone. He is perhaps the best example 
in modem French literature of the ** illustrious unknown/' All 
the safe and authoritative critics seem never to have heard 
of him, and his name is mentioned with bated breath by the 
chosen few who love to worship at a mysterious shrine. He is 
not forgotten or despised after a season of popularity : he never 
secured recognition. The general public was not attracted by 
books outwardly similar to the insipid literature of piety 
published by Mame, Douniol, Poussielgue, or Vaton. Among 
Catholics, Yeuillot knew him and admired him, and Yeuillot 
was then a power in the Church; but he made no effort to 
brin^ out an author who, incapable of self-advertisement, 
greatly needed his support. Why? Barbey d'Aurevilly and 
Leon Bloy, whom he treated with the same indifference, hint 
jbhat jealousy may have been the reason. We prefer to believe 
that Yeuillot, a busy journalist and a determined fighter, had 
no use either for independent artists or for a dreamy mystic. 
As for the men who are the main strength of Catholicism, and 
who, being mystics themselves, could best understand and enjoy 
Hello, they are, as a rule, totally indifferent to secular literature ; 
to Leon Bloy, who praised before him Hello's flashes of genius, 
a monk, the head of an important Order, replied: ''All has 
been said by St. Augustine and St. Thomas — ^we have no need 
of M. Hello's, or anybody's, flashes." An admirably orthodox 
opinion, to be sure; it was the one which prompted the 
destruction of the Alexandrian Library. Thus poor Hello 
remained without a public. The tragedy of his fate was 
that, weak and self-diffident, he craved for, he imperiously 
needed, the stimulation and exhilaration of fame, which was 
ever denied him : " Without glory, one can complete only the 
skeleton of one's work." 

But it was not only the lack of recognition that paralysed 
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Hello's development. He was, from infimoy, fldckly, timidi 
morbid, and he remained during the fifty-seyen years of his 
life a spoilt child and an invalid. His wife, aetive, capable, 
devoted, spared him all the cares and hnrts of material 
existence-— but her cmel kindness made him weaker, more 
abjectly dependent, so that his friends wonld at times consider 
his goardian angel as his corse. Hello is the type of the poet 
defined by Alfred de Vigny and Lombroso — abnormal and ailing. 
Stooping, haggard, draj^^ing his eternal umbrella, he was indeed 
Baudelaire's "Goeland": — 

" Ses ail68 de gduit rempAohent do maroher." 

Of his genius, himself and his immediate circle of friends 
never had any doubt. His soul was luminous — absolutely 
pure and sincere. He had an innate horror for anything 
low, and when he had said of a thing, ''It is 2oiff," by 
sheer force of conviction he imposed his verdict on his 
friends. He is among the few modem writers who give 
their readers the shudder of the infinite. He was a seer, 
and one at least of his prophecies was frdfilled with terrible 
accuracy. In 1867 he said : " The Tuileries are not yet 
ablaze! Why do the Barbarians delay so long?" Three 
years later they came from without and from within, and 
the old palace of the French kings was a heap of smouldering 
ruins. 

Hello was a Celt, a Breton, like all the great leaders of 
religious thought in nineteenth-century France, Chateaubriand, 
Lamennais, Benan. But he was in spirit a Celt of the Celts, 
unromanised, without Chateaubriand's classical culture and 
Benan's Gascon scepticism and humour. He was a dreamer, 
a mystic ; he despised plastic beauty, order, logic, wit, common 
sense— all that was low* His cfympathy went exclusively to 
symbolic art, to hieratic Egypt, to tiie mysterious East His 
criticism, guided by such preferences is, of course, unconvincing 
to a ludicrous degree. Greece and Rome lack sublimity; 
iEschylus and Homer are not Greeks, but Orientals, and in 
Plato there co-existed two men: a true Greek, a pagan, 
rhetorical, sophistici heavy, affected — and a Chaldee, simple, 
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grand, the one who created the myth of the oaye. Gernumy 
he loYeSy becaose there lingers on her an Eastern afterglow. 
The eighteenth century, which wanted to eliminate mysteiy, 
reached the lowest depths of degradation. Bomanticism is 
defined as godless mysticism — a yearning for the infinite 
without Him who is the infinite. As criticism, Hello's articles 
and his book Le Steele are on the same plane as Victor 
Hugo's WiUiam Shakespearef but as self-reyelation they are 
precious. 

With Father Ghratry, whom he recognises as his master, 
Hello opposed philosophy, which builds up, to sophistry, which 
can only destroy ; synthesis, which is life, to analysis ; systematic 
&ith to systematic doubt. He had no system of his own ; he 
was a Catholic and accepted the philosophy of St. Thomas. 
But as a Christian apologist he had splendid passages and 
deserved to be called, without irony, ** the Pascal of Eeroman." 
Critical philosophy leads to pyrrhonism, to the negation of 
religion, society, science, and art — to uniyersal anarchy. The 
only altematiye is Christianity. The evidence of Catholic 
Christianity is its unity. It is a miracle in itself, impossible 
according to Nature ; therefore it must be supernatural. 
" Thinking on these things, on which my eternal future 
depends, in the eye of God whom I cannot deceive, engaged in 
the chain of beings, called upon to make a choice, considering 
that I was created for life, not for death, for truth, not for error, 
for love, not for hatred; considering that, unable to reach by 
my own efibrts the goal of my desire, I need a hand to lead me 
thither, I surrender myself to the Church eternal." * 

This is an abdication, not a demonstration. The proof 
derived from the unity and '' unnaturalness " of Christianity 
can hardly be taken seriously. Hello, who had at least dabbled 
in the history of early Christian sects, t must have known how 
precarious, artificial, and superficial such unity had always been. 
But the interest of Hello's philosophy is not in its systematic 
side ; it lies entirely in its symbolic and mystic notes, almost 

* PhUosophU ei AthHtme, 900. 

t He was fond of showbig that modem philosophioal enon had been 
antioipated by the heretics of the early Choroh. 

5 
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nniqae in his time and country : '' The voice of creation," he 
wrote, " 18 deep and clear, gentle and myBterions. It seems to 
defend a secret, and gravely to invite men to respect that which 
they do not know. ... It leads ns beyond itself. . . . Bat 
deeper still, symbolism, flashing on creation like lightning 
throngh the night, throws a new and more mysterioos light on 
oniversal order, which it enlarges without deforming. Uniting 
the visible with the invisible world, symbolism half discloses a 
strange secret : the relation of relations, the harmony of har- 
monies; and throngh this new complication, the simplicity of 
Order appears more gigantic."* 

Hello translated and edited two classics of mysticism. The 
Book of the Visions and Instructions of the Blessed Angela 
de Foligno (1868) and The Selected Works of Rusbrock 
[Rnysbroek] the Admirable (1869). He himself ''wrestled 
with the nnatterable," as he said of Angela, and the closing 
lines of his principal work attempt to transcend the limits of 
hmnan speech: ''At last we shall see face to £&oe the Holy 
Ghost, the union of Father and Son, the repose of their love. 
Him who allows Himself to be symbolised by oU, and who 
ordered to anoint the sick with oil while praying for their 
recovery, the peace and joy of the Lord, which passeth all 
understanding, harmony, immense, infinite, eternal, absolute, 
absolutely ineffable, absolutely adorable, harmony, in a word, 
harmony, harmony." t 

Here the very failure of words suggests realms of thoughts 
and feelings beyond. But the very essence of mysticism is 
incommunicable, and much that the mystic writes must seem to 
the uninitiated sheer nonsense. Hello was conscious of this 
limitation and expressed it admirably: "Their words [of the 
mystics] are a journey which they take, moved by charity, 
among the other men. But Silence is their home. The 
splendour of their language is but the condescension of their 
love: the sacred darkness in which they spread their eagle's 
wings is their ocean, their prey, and their glory." I 

Unfortunately, our mystic was a journalist and a controver- 
sialist, who wrote for L' Univers, Le Monde^ Le ConsitibUionnel^ 
• L'Hcmm. \ Phiiosoplm et Aihiism, 883. t Bufftrodk, 
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lit MofnteuTy Le OmUris^ and for BrasBels and New Orleans 
pap»«. He had to leaye erery day his ^'sacred darkness/' 
'^Silenee, his home," and the intervals between flashes of 
inspiration were filled anyhow. Sometimes he would nse the 
most insipid edifying style, and Haysmans wrote later with 
cmel truth that ''Hello prophesied from a rook manufactured 
for the Bondieuseries of Saint-Sulpice's." More frequently he 
would imitate the pseudo-sublimity, the apocalyptic utterances 
of Victor Hugo at his worst, the divagations which called on the 
great poet Yeuillot's sarcasm : " Jocrisse a Pathmos." All the 
tricks found in Hugo's Shakespeare^ for instance, are already 
in Hello's ilf. Renan, VAthiisme et VAUemagne; the alterna- 
tions of long periodic sentences with paragraphs of a few words, 
the childish and pedantic fondness for etymological lore, the 
profound sayings which are but solemn puns,* the far-fetched, 
extravagant symbols.! Hello, who defined Romanticism as 
mysticism minus God, was himself emphatically a Romanticist. 
He had started a paper — The Crusader — which was to renew 
the attempt of Lamennais's The FtUv/ref but steering clear of 
heresy. He liked Lacordaire's spirit and style, if not his 
philosophy ; and he was fond of reading aloud either his own 
prose or Victor Hugo's, which he sincerely admired. But as a 
Romanticist he had not the variety of effects and the supreme 
mastery of style that Victor Hugo preserved even in his worst 
passages; he had not Lamennais's passionate intensity nor 
even Lacordaire's more commonplace but effective rhetoric. 
His style, says M. Aguettant, gives the impression of an 
anthology from some great writer with the undistinguished 
prose of his editor to fill the gaps. On a higher plane he is 
almost as tantalising and as discouraging as Strada. 

Hello's influence on French Catholicism was negligible. On 
literature his action is traceable, not so much on Villiers de 
risle-Adam, his contemporary and a Breton like himself, as on 

* "ThereisSilenoeinTaoitus.*' 

f « On this wood wai nailed the Word made flesh. The body was raised 
TertioaUy : line of Ufe. The arms were stretched horisontaUy : line of death. 
Thus was symbolised the saorifioe which contains life and death reconciled " 
{PhUoBophie $t AihSisme, p. 828. Gf. the extraordinary symbobi used by 
Victor Hogo in La Fin de 8akm). 
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Leon Bloy, althongh that powerfol, eccentric writer is as wilfully 
brutal as Hello was noble. Haysmans and Maeterlinck, espe- 
cially the latter, owe much of their fondness for literary mysti- 
cism and a few of their tricks of style to the half-forgotten 
Pascal of £eroman. That he should ever become popular is 
improbable ; the great bulk of his work does not deserve it and 
the golden passages cannot appeal to the crowd. A discreet, 
almost secret, but pure and indestructible fame, like that of 
Alfred de Vigny, will not be his either, for there is a morbid 
element in his genius and he is seldom great except when words 
fail him. He will remain, a weakling touched with genius, in 
the chiaroscuro of esoteric glory. 

7. Conchuion. 

We have attempted to show to what materialising influences 
French Catholicism was submitted under the Second Empire — 
on the one hand, its alliance with anti-socialistic reaction, on 
the other, the question of the Temporal Power of the Pope ; 
how the development of Ultramontane ideas, long favoured by 
the liberals themselves, had made the Pope's authority more 
absolute and less disputed than for centuries before; how, in 
Pius IX., the rigid believer and the frightened temporal sovereign 
agreed in a doctrine and a policy of opposition to modem pro- 
gress. Several attempts were made to resist these retrograde 
influences : all failed. 

Montalembert and the political Liberal group tried to reconcile 
the strictest orthodoxy and the most rigorous Church discipline 
with the principles of constitutional liberty in the State. 
Opposed by the absolutists, they were openly censured by Rome. 
Lacordaire, Gratiy, Hyacinthe Loyson, orthodox and respectful 
sons of the Church, took active interest in all modem problems, 
and their generous sympathy went to freedom, democracy, peace. 
They were all distrusted : Lacordaire died obedient, but despair- 
ing; Gratiy was blamed and driven to the verge of rebellion; 
Loyson had to break away from the Roman Church. Maret, 
Gratry, Hello, attempted to bridge the chasm between the Church 
and contemporary thought. Maret was treated as an ^lemy; 
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Oratry was applauded when he criticiBed, ignored when he 
songht to build up; Hello remained unknown. 

Whilst the most intelligent members of the old aristocracy, 
oonserratiTe and cultured men like Montalembert and de Broglie, 
were held in suspicion, whilst warm-hearted orators and well- 
meaning philosophers were neglected or censured, a journalist, 
powerful and admirably sincere, but narrow, violent, and vulgar, 
became the dictator of the French Church, the judge of 
Academicians, monks, and bishops. 

Hence an undeniable lowering in the character of French 
Catholicism, a recrudescence of materialistic superstitions, the 
uncritical acceptance of doubtful miracles,* a tone of bitter 
arrogance in controversy, charity sneered at, and faith reduced 
to blind obedience. 

It is not strange, therefore, that gradually all the masters of 
French thought should have passed over to anti-clericalism. The 
movement began with the condemnation of Lamennais (1882) ; 
it was partly checked by the success of Lacordaire's lectures 
(1885) ; it received a new impetus from the excessive bitterness 
of Montalembert's attack on State education (1842-44) ; lulled 
again in the early days of the Second Bepublic, it became irre- 
sistible after 1849. Victor Hugo, Quinet, Michelet, Sainte- 
Beuve, George Sand, Merim6e, Emile Augier, Leconte de Lisle 
were violently ** anti-clerical " ; and if the new generation, 
represented by Taine and Benan, were more moderate in the 
expression of their hostility, it was out of self-confidence rather 
than hesitation : they thought Science was already supreme, and 
could afford to be contemptuously fair to her fiEdlen rival. 

We may regret such a development. But the attitude of the 
Church was consistent throughout ; no other was compatible 
with her principles, claims, and conditions. The liberals of 
all descriptions within the Church, the edecticists without, 
some with admirable earnestness, some with excessive cleverness 
and diplomacy, attempted many compromises : all were spumed. 
Bome would admit no alternative but theocracy^and free-thought : 
France did not choose theocracy. 

• La Salette (1846), Lonzdes (1868). 
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PROTESTANTISM 

1. The Struggle between Orthodoxy and Liberalitm. 

Thb place of Protestantism in the religions life of nineteenth- 
century France is singularly hard to define. We do not accept 
the extreme opinion of the Traditionalists, who maintain that 
the Protestants, in France, are an alien element, more in 
sympathy with foreign countries than with the land of their 
birth. French Protestantism has its roots deep in the national 
soil. Was not G^rson one of the forerunners of the Reforma- 
tion ? Did not Lefebyre d'Etaples anticipate Luther ? Is not 
Calvin French through and through, in his love of rigid system 
as in his mastery of the vernacular ? Indeed, Protestantism is 
more truly national than present-day Ultramontanism. A 
'^Nationalist" party submitting, even in political matters, to 
the dictates of a foreign potentate ; a ** Traditionalist " and 
monarchical school of thought disclaiming the constant tradition 
of our old kings and clergy, disowning Louis XIV. and Bossnet : 
such a school and such a party have no authority to excommuni- 
cato the descendants of the Huguenots. 

Tet the French Protestants are different They feel it 
themselves. Catholics and Yoltairians, Bomanticists and 
Positivists may fight bitterly: they cannot ignore each other. 
While they oppose, they complete one another : they are part of 
the great national system. The Protestants stand by them- 
selves. They have their own traditions, their own sympathies. 
They are fidthful to traditions which the rest of the country has 
forgotten. They are not, strictly speaking, foreigners: they 
are a small French nation within the great nation. 

After the Edict of Nantes, which registered the fiulure of 

10 
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Protestantism in France as a national movementy the Huguenots 
seemed on the point of securing a semi-independent political 
existence — ^with their privileges and their cities of refuge. 
Richelieu ruthlessly shattered their hope. The policy of 
Louis XIV., culminating in the Revocationy made it impossible 
for them to merge in the general body of French citizens. The 
concessions of Louis XYI., the complete equality proclaimed 
by the Revolution, came too late. The Protestant nation was 
formed, moulded by a hundred and fifty years of persecution : 
too strong to be absorbed, too weak to play a prominent part, an 
obstinate surrival rather than a growing force. 

Persecution, at least, was a stem monitor ; it saved the great 
moral traditions of the sect. But when quieter times came at 
last, it was to be feared that Protestantism, reduced to the 
position of a small historical body, not fully in sympathy with 
the general life of the nation, woidd grow narrow and slack, and 
morally degenerate. Such was indeed the case ; there had been 
admirable characters among the ** Ministers of the Desert " in 
the eighteenth century : their successors were too often indifferent 
and commonplace. After the official recognition of the Reformed 
Church (1802), the Dean of the newly-established Divinity 
School at Montauban was obliged to say : '* Our soul, O Lord ! 
is afflicted unto death, because of the languid and wasted 
condition of Thy Church." * 

The great Revival of the early nineteenth century was of 
foreign origin. It did not begin until the treaties of Vienna 
had re-opened France to English influences. Cook and other 
disciples of Wesley evangelised the South in 1818. The 
movement assumed great proportions, but it remained decidedly 
English in its origin and character. On the other hand, the 
revival of Biblical studies, marked by the creation of .the Review 
de Stroibawrg in 1850, was a belated result of (German influence 
and prospered on semi-German territory. 

French Protestantism, reduced to its own forces, would have 
gone into a decline ; cosmopolitan sympathies saved it. Hence- 
forth, the Protestants will consider Geneva, Edinburgh, The 
Hague, Berlin, as their religious capitals. Some of their 

• Odgnet, Le ProUitaniitmB fran^ au XlXime fUeU^ p. 86. 
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best men were of mixed blood. Soberer was of Swiss, English, 
and Dutch origins ; the Monods have passed from Switzerland 
to Denmark, and have connections in all Protestant lands. 
Athanase Coqnerel was bom at Leyden, of Huguenot and 
Covenanter parentage. All spent years of study abroad. The 
Protestant nation is thus more cosmopolitan than the rest of 
the French, freer from prejudices, freer from objectionable 
national characteristics. It is, on the whole, probably superior 
to the main body — but it is different. 

This ^' character apart " explains why so many great 
Protestant names leave the French public at large indifferent. 
The Monods, the Coquerels, the B6villes, the Gasparins, the 
Stapfers, the Sabatiers, Beuss, Colani, Secretan,* Laboulaye, 
Bungener,* Passy, Pelletan — ^Protestantism may well be proud of 
such a list, by no means exhaustive, of preachers and historians, 
scholars and philosophers, philanthropists and politicians. Yet 
how many of these brilliant men were genuinely popular? How 
many secured a permanent place in French literature ? Scherer 
conquered authority rather than fame, but this was not until he 
had abandoned Protestantism and devoted himself to literaiy 
criticism and political journalism. Guizot, on the contrary, took 
his rank as a historian and a political orator long before he 
became an apologist. His Meditatiane 9ur la Religian 
Ckretiermef as Vitet regretfrdly remarks, made no visible 
impression on the French public. The author was illustrious, 
the book was heralded by the influential Bevtie des Deux 
MondeSf religious passions were at their height, Benan's lAfe 
of Je9U$ was the ** best seller " of the season : yet the only 
result of Guizot's efforts was *'the conspiracy of silence." 
Quinet, often cited as one of the most fiimouB names in 
nineteenth-century Protestant literature — Quinet was not a 
Protestant 

A literature is the flower of a civilisation, and French 
civilisation is not Protestant. Rostand's symbol holds true; 
Chantecler cannot crow unless his talons be firmly planted in 
the native earth, unless its sap, as it were, rise and flow 
through his body. 

• FiMMhSwiM. 
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Bit if Protestantism is of little importanoe in the general 
deveiopment of the nation, it becomes extremely interesting 
when studied from within. For the very reason that it forms a 
semi-independent body within the main body, it is a perfect 
microcosm^ with all the varied aspirations, the conflicting 
passions, the party fends of the greater commnnities. It does 
not form a solid army, opposed to the armies of Catholicism and 
Free-thonght: it has its own Catholicism within itself, as well as 
its own free-thonght. It does not take any well-defined part in 
the general conflict : it offers a separate bnt curiously parallel 
reproduction of the whole conflict on a smaller scale. 

In the yeiy essence of Protestantism we find this eternal 
opposition between authority and liberty, between tradition and 
reason. This inner contradiction has never been solved : it is 
doubtful whether it ever will be. If the principle of free 
personal interpretation is followed to its logical end, the Church 
may retain spiritual influence, she will lose all spiritual 
authority. She may offer her services as a teacher and a guide ; 
she may claim to express the opinion of the wisest, or of the 
majority ; by this title she may advise, encourage, rebuke : 
she can no longer command. No interpretation of Scripture, 
however obvious, time-honoured, and universally accepted, can 
be enforced; no interpretation, however fanciful and revolu- 
tionary, can be condemned: the very notion of orthodoxy 
disappears, or rather orthodoxy is reduced to one dogma, the 
Divine inspiration of the Bible. The individual conscience 
recognises no master but the Word of Ood. 

But, if the authority of the Church be mined, how is that of 
the Bible to stand ? The Bible is a collection of books : how 
was this collection made? Why are certain books included 
which do not claim to be Divinely inspired ? Why are others 
rejected as apocryphal? By whom, when, how, was the text 
first written ? How was it transmitted to us ? All these ques- 
tions arise invincibly. Curiosity is inseparable from veneration. 
If the Bible is all-important to us, we must know everything 
about it. Biblical criticism is the sign, not of scofiBng 
incredulity, but of reverence and faith. If we find that fallible 
men selected these books, that fidlible men translated them. 



74 FRENCH PROPHETS OF YESTERDAY 

transcribed them, originally wrote them, centuries ago, in an 
imperfect language, for an uncivilised people, how can we 
belieye that every jot and tittle of the book is Divine ? Aie we 
not led to the conclusion : '* The Bible is not the Word of God, 
but it contains the Word of Ood " ? 

Thus the last great dogma of Protestantism loses its absolute 
character. If the Scriptures are not literaUy inspired, how are 
we going to distinguish between what is the Word of Groi in 
them and what is purely human ? The only test will be the 
harmony between the revelation in the Book and the revelation 
within our own hearts. We shall believe only what we feel to 
be true. The individual conscience, therefore, has not only the 
right of free interpretation, but the right of free criticism. Does 
not this mean that the Bible is no longer the final authority ? 
Emancipated from tradition as embodied in a Church, the soul 
will also be emancipated from tradition as embodied in a book, 
and in the words of F. Buisson, '' I'idole de papier doit suivre 
I'idole de chair." 

From such conclusions, blasphemous in their eyes, many 
Protestants shrank with horror. We cannot tax them with 
being illogical. A great living religion is not an abstract 
reasoning ; the so-called principle of Protestantism, free inter- 
pretation, is not the whole, nor even the centre of Protestantism. 
The authority of the Bible is the one essential dogma: free 
interpretation is only a secondary truth, a consequence, which 
must in no case be allowed to ruin the one great foundation of 
the fiuth. In other words, the orthodox are Christians before 
they are Protestants. Christianity, as revealed in the Bible, is 
eternal truth, Protestantism only a necessary historical develop- 
ment. For the Reformers of the sixteenth century the ciy for 
intellectual freedom was not the most pressing. They were 
impelled, not by logic, but by piety. The resistance of the 
Church to their demands for reform threw them into opposition ; 
Liberalism, the doctrine of all minorities — even the Catholic 
Church, whenever she is in the minority — became their weapon, 
but it was not their end. ''We claim liberty for ourselves, 
because we are right ; we deny liberty to you, because you are 
wrong." This way of reasoning, faulty though it seems to the 



PROTESTANTISM 75 

dispassionate critic, is irrefutable in the eyes of the belieyer ; 
thus the same Government would be blamed for persecuting a 
Christian sect and praised for prosecuting eyen peaceable 
anarchists. From the days of Luther and Calrin, Protestantism 
has had a double aspect, conseryative and revolutionary, the 
champion of liberty without, a religion of authority within. 
The orthodox, therefore, are not untrue to the tradition of 
their faith. 

This faith had become dearer to them through three centuries 
of struggle, of persecution, of perseverance. No man would 
have remained a Protestant unless the great dogmas of 
Protestantism were vital to him. If he believed in freedom of 
thought more than in the Bible, the ever-growing party of 
Bationalists and Voltairians was there to welcome him. But 
no: he clung to his few essential dogmas all the more 
tenaciously because they were so few, and his only defence 
against infidelity. A Catholic has all the resources of the 
Church to rely upon : a Protestant has the Bible only. If he 
lets that go, especially in a country where free-thought is 
powerful, he cannot remain a Protestant. 

Thus both the great parties within French Protestantism have 
their justification in tradition and in reason. A constant 
struggle between them is inevitable ; in the eyes of the liberals, 
the orthodox are but illogical Catholics, and for the orthodox, 
the liberals are half-hearted or hypocritical free-thinkers. 
This war is bitter, because it is waged by earnest men, whose 
dearest interests in this life and in the life to come are at 
stake; because it is waged within a narrow field, where no 
blow can miss its aim ; because it is a fratricidal war, in which 
treasures of love are turned to gall, in which each combatant 
suffers as much from the wounds he inflicts as from those 
he receives. 

The crisis of the struggle occurred just during the period we 
are studying, from 1848 to 1872. The evolution of French 
Protestantism remained parallel with the general evolution of 
the country, without merging into it. There had been a 
Catholic revival in the early years of the century ; there was, 
a little later, a Protestant revival, mainly under Wesleyan 



76 FRENCH PROPHETS OP YESTERDAY 

influences. In both cases the resistance of the BationalistSy 
the disciples of eighteenth-centoiy philosophy, had to be 
conquered ; after 1848, Protestantism^ like Catholicism, had to 
face a more formidable enemy than mere rationalism — the 
scientific spirit. Protestant orthodoxy, like Catholic orthodoxy, 
found it necessary to affirm and define itself: to the pro- 
clamation of Papal infallibility of 1870 corresponds the 
Declaration of Faith of 1872. 

The BeviTal had not been essentially an ecclesiastical or a 
theological movement ; it owed its success to its appeal to the 
deepest emotions, as well as to its practical activities. It did 
not rely on forms and formulaB ; indeed, the movement was not 
encouraged at first by the conservative Established Church. In 
its policy, in its methods, the Revival seemed, on the whole, 
liberal. But, without any desire of going into theological 
subtleties, without giving any prominence to intellectualism, it 
laid such stress on the dogma of the Atonement, and, of course, 
on the literal inspiration of the Bible, that it re-opened the era 
of theological strife. So long as Protestantism had been, first of 
all, a tradition, all men bom within the Church could accept 
its tenets unquestioningly, whatever their own intellectual 
tendencies might be : their fiuth was part of their inheritance, 
like their names or their national allegiance — something to be 
accepted and honoured without discussion. When the &ith 
was, as it were, vitalised and individualised, when it was made 
to consist in the personal, unreserved acceptance of one dogma, 
a schism was to be feared. 

The Synods of 1848 and 1849, convened with the aim of 
preventing such a schism, could not restore genuine unity. 
In 1849, Frederic Monod and Agenor de Gasparin founded the 
Union of French Evangelical Churches, on the basis of Bevival 
theology. These Churches were independent of the Establish- 
ment, which they considered as latUudinarian, On the other 
hand, in July, 1850, appeared the first number of the Remie de 
Strasbourg, devoted to the reverent but fearless investigation of 
religious truth. The task was difficult ; until about 1868, with 
such contributors as Colani, Beuss, Scherer, the Review was not 
unequal to it. But every year the incompatibility between the 
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orthodox and the scientifio points of yiew was appearing more 
flagrant. When Scherer practically abandoned historical 
Christianity and went over to free-thonght, the old confidence 
and enthusiasm were well-nigh mined. Through prodigies of 
tolerance and diplomacy, the life of the Review was prolonged 
until December, 1869. A last article by Golani acknowledged 
in veiled terms the £Eulure of this noble effort. 

Probably the most typical episode of the struggle was the 
conflict between Athanase Coquerel, junior, and Guizot The 
two causes could have no worthier champions. Coquerel was 
a brilliant young minister, beloved of his congregation. His 
fsither was one of the noblest representatives of Liberalism, 
fieunous alike as a philanthropist, a preacher, and a theologian ; 
in 1848, Paris had elected him to the Constituent Assembly. 
Guizot was the illustrious historian and statesman who for 
eight years had seemed the actual ruler of France. Coquerel's 
Liberalism was thoroughgoing and outspoken; he did not 
conceal his sympathy with Benan, and consented to serve on a 
committee for the erection of a statue to Voltaire (1867). In 
1864, in spite of the support of his congregation, he was judged 
and condemned by the Presbyterial Council, in which Guizot 
took a leading part. This decision roused great opposition. In 
the following presbyterial elections, Guizot, in spite of his fame, 
authority, and undoubted services, was elected only at the 
second ballot, and by the narrow plurality of eight votes. He 
was accused of assuming the role of a Protestant Pope. For 
twelve years, until after Guizot's death, Coquerel was kept out 
of the Establishment. 

It was Guizot again who, in spite of his eighty-five years, was 
the dominant influence in the Synod of 1872, for which he had 
obtained firom his former rival Thiers, then President of the 
Bepublic, the necessary governmental permission. This Synod 
was the culmination of a series of efforts for having the 
Protestant fiedth authoritatively defined, both dogmatically and 
legally, so as to exclude the liberals fi:om the fold. Such a 
Synod looks for all the world like a miniature Catholic Council. 
The Confession of Faith which it adopted may seem reasonable 
and moderate : but it was meant to be the test of orthodoxy; 
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therefore it . limited the Protestants' birthright of personal 
interpretation. For the liberals, such a limitation of liberty 
was equiyalent to its suppression. The aged Pope of the 
Hogaenots triumphed ; orthodoxy carried the day by sixty-one 
Totes to forty-fiye. But the long-deferred schism — secretly 
desired by members of both parties — ^finally took place, and in 
spite of recent efforts it seems irremediable. 

2. Gvisfot. 

With Gmzot we return to the main stream of French life and 
literature : for he was a statesman as well as a Church leader, 
and an admirable writer as well as a thorough scholar. Indeed, 
there are few lives more complete than his, covering as it did 
eighty-seven years under the twelve political regimes that 
France has known within less than a century. He reached the 
summits of fame and power. Journalist, professor, historian, 
administrator, political man. Cabinet Minister, Premier, he was 
the mainstay of a dynasty, for seven years the ruler of France 
under King Louis-Philippe, and one of the masters of Europe. 
But he was as unpopular as he was admired and respected ; as 
selfish for his class as he was disinterested for himself; as blind 
to the state of the country at laige as he was clear-sighted in 
his bourgeois Parliament; austere, but relying, like Walpole, 
on political conscience-jobbing; high-minded, but flourishing 
before the electorate the motto : " Enrichissez-vous ! " (Get 
rich ! ) ; a great historian, but a poor prophet, who explained 
with assumed infallibility the progress of civilisation, and, not 
Jong before the Revolution of 1848, declared: ''The day of 
universal suffrage will never come " ; a great intellect, but with 
blinkers ; a great heart, but outwardly cold ; a great leader who 
wrecked his party; a great Conservative, who, through sheer 
blundering and obstinacy, plunged his country into a revolution. 

Such was F. Guizot at sixty-three, on the morrow of the 
upheaval which had overthrown him, and the dynasty he served, 
and the class he represented. Then perhaps more than ever, the 
true greatness of the man revealed itself. Exiled from politics, 
universally unpopular, by no means wealthy, the old athlete did 
not lose his courage, nor even his serenity. Three purposes 
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were to fill his life, each safficient to engross the energy of a 
yonnger man. He would complete his Hiftory of the Rebellion^ 
the Protectorate and the Restoration^ commenced twenty and 
thirty years before — and the new volnmes are fresher, more 
brilliant than the old. He wonld write the Memoirs of his ovm 
Times, a calm and lofty defence of his political career. And to 
crown all his labonrs, he would undertake a great apology of the 
Christian faith. 

This apology was no new idea with him, but the dream of his 
early manhood realised in old age, after the storms of an eventful 
life. Undoubtedly the conditions under the Second Empire, the 
intense interest in religious questions, the renewed attacks 
against Christianity, the universal conflict between conservation 
and revolution, impelled him and helped him. But he was 
following, first of all, the logic of his own destiny. 

Giiizot was of old Protestant stock. He was bom at Nimes 
two months before the exceptional regime imposed upon the 
Protestants was abolished by Louis XYI. His education, he 
tells us,* was Christian, pervaded with earnest sentiment, but 
vague from the dogmatic point of view. From the South of 
France he went to Geneva, after the death of his father, a victim 
of the Terror. He found there another kind of Protestantism, 
based on institutions, practices, and traditions rather than on 
strong feelings or precise beliefs. In Geneva, the eighteenth 
century had enervated the sixteenth : Bousseau's spirit was 
there as well as Calvin's. In Paris, his Protestantism, already 
more philosophical than religious, was in danger of *' evaporat- 
ing," when, strangely enough, the most dangerous chapters in 
Gibbon, which he read with a view to editing them, shook his 
Bationalism. The growth and spread of Christianity, as reported 
by the infidel historian, seemed to him miraculous (1812). 
Later on, his studies and his political opinions brought him into 
close touch with the histoiy of the great liberal countries, 
England, Holland, the United States ; he could not fiEdl to see 
the part played by Christianity, under its Protestant form, in the 
development of these nations and in the firm establishment of 
true liberty. 

* Bevue dea Deux M<mde8^ September 1, 1869, p. 27. 
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According to Goizot, therefore^ it was mainly the study of 
history that brought him back to Protestantism and confirmed 
him in it. His religion was certainly not part of his historical 
eystem, which, in its torn, was not conscioosly subordinated to 
his political opinions ; but such rigid unity prevailed in Guizot*s 
life that these three independent lines of thought were strictly 
parallel. In religion as in politics he was a traditional liberal ; 
in other words, he belieyed in liberty, but only within the limits 
of an authoritatiye document — ^the Bible and the Charter. 
Histoiy and apologetics, in his hands, consisted in reconciling 
authority and liberty, by preying the reasonableness of the 
documents which define and guarantee liberty, or, to use a 
favourite expression of his, by expounding their philosophy. 

The three series of his Meditations on the Christian religion are 
such a demonstration. They are purely intellectual, theoretical. 
Ouizot does not insist on the practical side of religion. No 
doctrine, he says, can rest safely on the basis of mere usefdlness. 
The question is not one of efficiency, but one of truth. Nor is 
he satisfied with the sentimental adhesion to the moral teaching 
of Christ : " [Some maintain] that this moral teaching is 
sufficient, and indeed is the whole Gospel. They disregard 
absolutely the bond which unites, in man, thought with feeling 
and belief with action. Man is greater and requires more than 
these shallow moralists claim for him, and in the deep instinct 
of his soul, the law of his life is necessarily connected with the 
secret of his destiny. Christian dogma alone imparts to 
Christian morals the sovereign authority needed for governing 
and regenerating mankind."* In religion even more than in 
politics, Guizot was a thoroughgoing doctrinaire. 

His reasoning can be summed up in the following terms : There 
are for us eternal and universal problems, such as the origin and 
destiny of man and of the world, liberty and providence, evil and 
salvation. These problems philosophy cannot solve ; Christianity 
alone offers a solution. 

Of the impotence of philosophy Guizot gives us two different 
proofs. The first is derived firom history : all possible systems 
have been tried. They can all be reduced to four — sensualism 
• MidUaUom $ur VE9mnct d$ Ja JB^Ji^ion ChtiUmiiM, 1864, p. 266. 
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and idealism^ scepticism and mysticism ; and their eternal conflict 
shows that none is absolnte and final. All the great systems of 
the present day — spiritualism, rationalism^ positivism, pantheism, 
materialism, scepticism — are examined and found wanting. The 
second proof is logical : philosophy is purely human, and cannot 
reach beyond the limits of human nature. Guizot is as decided 
as Littre or Spencer on the impossibility for the unaided human 
mind to transcend the bounds of science. 

All metaphysical systems being thus rejected, Guizot proceeds 
to expose the essentials of Christianity, which, according to him, 
are contained in only five dogmas : creation, Divine proyidence, 
original sin, the Incarnation and Bedemption. Creation remains 
the only explanation of the existence of the world, ** spontaneous 
generation and the transformation of species being arbitrary 
hypotheses, rejected by science itself." Providence is proved 
by the universal instinct of prayer. Original sin and its trans- 
mission is a doctrine in harmony with human experience, and 
solves the otherwise baffling problem of the origin of evil. The 
Incarnation is posdble, for all religions have held such a belief, 
and '* was not the creation of man himself an incarnation ? " It 
is truef for the revolution made by Jesus is absolutely different 
from that made by any man. As for the Bedemption, it is reason- 
able, for the belief in the saving virtue of voluntary sacrifice 
is also universal. 

Such is the logical structure of the apology. Without dis* 
cussing in detail the selection of the five essential dogmas and 
of the proofs he adduces in favour of each, we have to face one 
great difficulty : Guizot exalts religion on the ruins of philo- 
sophy, and his religion is, to all appearances, a philosophy. 
Every logical demonstration of Christianity will be open to this 
objection : if Christianity can be proved to be " reasonable," it 
becomes a metaphysical system like the others, and can be 
mined by the same arguments. So, in his answer to Janet's criti- 
cism, Guizot was obliged to abandon all his logical apparatus. 
''Christianity may be put in philosophical form," he said, 
** but it is not a philosophy ; it is not an attempt at the dis- 
covety of truth, it is truth itself; its dogmas are not theories, 
hypotheses, they are fi^ts." How can these trenchant affirma- 

6 
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lions be sabstantiated ? By the farther assertion that Chris- 
tianity is not a system, but a history — the history of the 
relations of God with mankind. *^ The miracles take naturally 
their place in such a histoiy."* The whole question is there- 
fore whether this history is true. 

Guizot, of course, did not doubt its truth ; no man would 
doubt it, he afSrms, if he were not biased by the rationalistic 
prejudice against miracles. If miracles were once frankly 
accepted as possible, as undoubtedly they are, the Bible would 
offer no difficulty. But is this assertion perfectly safe ? First 
of all, if we brush aside the rationalistic objection to miracles, 
should we limit ourselves to Biblical miracles, or should we 
accept all miracles indiscriminately, whereyer they happen to be 
reported ? Are not later miracles, in the Catholic Church for 
instance, at least as well authenticated as those of Judea ? To 
maintain that Biblical miracles alone should be given credence, 
because the Bible alone is a miraculous book, is simply begging 
the question. Besides, are there not other difficulties? Are 
there not discrepancies, contradictions, material impossibilities 
of a non-miraculous character? Guizot's demonstration was 
luminous for those who accepted blindly his conclusions from 
the outset. 

This apology, it will readily be noticed, is not specifically 
Protestant. Guizot considered as essential only the dogmas 
which are common to all great historical Churches. The purely 
Catholic dogmas, like transubstantiation or the remission of 
sins, he does not deny or dispute, but simply ignores. As a 
matter of fact, his demonstration, based on authority and history, 
is rather Catholic than Protestant ; there is no touch of indivi- 
dualism in it. Without ever being tempted to abandon the Church 
of his birth, Qxdzoi drew gradually closer to Catholicism. He 
hoped, not for a reunion, but for a reconciliation of the Churches. 
For the Catholics, not only for the most liberal among them, 
but for the Pope himself, he had nothing but words of sympathy 
and respect. He reserved all his power of denunciation for the 
liberal Protestant. ** No compromise with hereby," he said in 
the case of CoquereL '' The Council of the Churdi must be the 

* Bmm§ du Dmm Mcmds$, Septombar 1, 1868. 
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defender of the souls of Coqaerel's flook, and decide for them the 
supreme question of faith and life" (February, 1864). This 
rigid ecclesiastical doctrine, disregarding the rights of private 
interpretation, is essentially Catholic. 

Tet Guizot was mistaken if he hoped for a genuine reconcilia- 
tion of the oonseryative Churches. In the eyes of orthodox 
Catholics he remained a heretic. When he denounced the 
daring and dangerous innovations of the liberals, the Romanists 
could tell him: ''Bossuet foresaw your predicament two cen- 
turies ago. There is no orthodoxy without a Church to define 
and enforce it ; there is no Church but the historical Church of 
Rome ; all others are schismatic or heretical. Authority cannot 
compromise with free-thought." 

In religion, as well as in politics, Guizot attempted an impos- 
sible task ; he believed in limited revolutions. He thought the 
flood-gates could be left ajar for a moment and then closed more 
stanchly than before. With his inborn faith in conservatism 
and autiiority he ought to have been a Catholic and a Legitimist. 
The irony of fate would have it that the King he served reigned 
by the divine right of the barricades, that the Church of his 
allegiance rested originally on a revolt of the individual con- 
science. He would have stopped religious evolution about the 
middle of the sixteenth century, political evolution about 1830 ; 
but who can say to the progress of human thought, ''So far 
shalt thou go and no farther " ? Thus his political life ended in 
disaster, his religious life in a victory more bitter than many 
defeats. But although he was in all things an obstacle rather 
than a guide, we cannot help admiring Guizot, his untiring 
activity, his indomitable will, his loftiness of purpose, his devo- 
tion to the ideal, and even his unshakable belief in his own 
in&Uibility. 

8. Scherer* 

The life of Ouizot has the majesty of immobility — his mind 
grew, his character developed, but like a tree, which adds each 
year a new ring to its immovable core and strikes deeper roots 
into its native soil The career of Scherer has the dramatic 
interest of evolution : he moved slowly, cautiously, reluctanUy, 
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withoat misging a single step, without retracing any, firom 
strictest orthodoxy to absolute free-thought. In these two 
earnest and consistent liyes we find exemplified the two main 
principles of Protestantism: authority and liberty, the Diyine 
inspiration of the Bible and the rights of the individual 
conscience. 

Scherer, like Guizot, was bom of Protestant parents. But 
Guizot was of pure French Huguenot descent ; Scherer's family 
connections were cosmopolitan. Guizot spent his youth in his 
natiye South or in Geneva ; Scherer was educated in Paris, and 
attended the courses of a State institution. These differences 
alone would explain why Guizot's fiiith, although it did not 
retain at all times the same degree of ardour, never knew any 
life-and-death crisis, whereas Scherer's, exposed earlier and to 
more dangerous influences, had already waxed and waned, suc- 
cumbed and triumphed, when he was only fourteen. At sixteen, 
in 1831, he was sent to Monmouth, England, " as an heroic 
remedy for his state of listlessness, discouragement, and 
despair." The remedy proved successful. The influence of 
his host, Bev. Thomas Loader, transformed the shiftless boy 
into a hard-working Christian man. In 1832 he was able to 
write in his diary : " Christmas : conversion." His Protestant- 
ism, therefore, was not merely a heritage, but a new conquest ; 
and the fiodth he adopted, on the eve of manhood, was not the 
somewhat formal system of eighteenth-century theology, but the 
purest doctrine of the BevivaL ** Yes," he wrote in his Gonmion- 
place Book, "justification by faith is the way of salvation ; it is 
the means which God has used to bring man to sanctification, 
which is his end." 

His vocation for the ministry became unconquerable. He 
took a theological course at the University of Strasbourg, under 
the direction of Ed. Beuss, a great scholar, a man of sterling 
character, impartial and bold, to whom Benan has paid many 
a well-deserved tribute. But whilst he profited by the 
scrupulous method of his teacher, Scherer was more uncom- 
promising than he in his orthodoxy, and, rather than the 
scientific liberalism of Beuss, he held the doctrine of Gaussen 
on the plenary inspiration of the Scriptures. The seventh 
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proposition of his thesis for the theological licence was : ** That 
all inspiration is necessarily literal " (1841). 

In 1846 he became a Professor in the Oratoire, or Free 
Diyinity School, of Geneya. This school had been founded 
in 1881, under the influence of the BeYiyal, in order to defend 
the doctrine of plenary inspiration^ and Calyinistic theology in 
all its strictness, against the relaxed teaching of the State 
Faculty. It had for its president the well-known historian 
Merle d'Aubign6. Scherer's orthodoxy was entire. He refused 
to himself the right of choosing passages in the Bible as more 
evidently inspired than others : ** Tou belieye that meh or itu:h 
a passage is diyine ? But then it is not God you belieye in, it 
is yourself. One does not accept folly an authority which one 
could have refused to recognise." His faith was too absolute 
to be afraid of the truth in any form, and he would begin his 
lectures with the inyocation : " God ! Thou art the God of 
truth. We are seeking truth. Thou alone canst make it 
known unto us. Amen." He was at the same time too clear- 
sighted not to understand the dangers of this search for truth. 
''The apprenticeship of a theological student is hard. The 
uncertainty into which his mind is thrown about so many 
things which seemed to him simple and certain before, is a 
source of cruel agitation. ... It is a situation from which one 
cannot come out victoriously without prayer and tears." * Up 
to that time (1848), after a few years of boyish fermentation, 
Scherer's life had been one of admirable unity, of single devotion 
to truth, of unhesitating belief in the source of all truth, the 
Christian religion; then began a soul's tragedy, quieter than 
Jouffiroy's, but no less harrowing in its unobtrusive, relentless, 
and slow development. 

He was professor of Biblical exegesis : problems arose in his 
mind which he could not solve, doubts which he could not allay. 
Tortured by doubt, he sought God's support in prayer — and it is 
perhaps the noblest trait in his life that he did not pray for 
peace, but for truth : ** God I grant me to be true — ^true 
especially as to Thee, true in Thy service, for that is the 
primal truth, from which all other truths are derived. . . •" t 
• Gr^ard, 8eh§nr, 72. t Aogurt 16, 184& 
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'* Qvre me tanth, God ! so that I may be all light, wiihoat 
any mixtnre of darkness and of eiror ; give me sincerity, so that 
I may let the tmth I know be manifested without any TeU of 
reticence. Let tny heart within me be like the heart of a 
newly-weaned child ! " * The first stage of the struggle lasted 
nearly two years. On December 28, 1849, in closing his 
lectore, he announced that it would be his last in the Qratoire. 

Scherer, even then, remained orthodox in all his fiews, except 
on the doctrine of literal inspiration. But he saw clearly that 
this doctrine involyed the whole question of authority in religion. 
When he sent his resignation to the Director of the Oratoire, 
Scherer passed over from the conservatiye to the liberal side of 
Protestantism. 

Here we cannot help thinking of Benan's case, so strangely 
similar to Scherer's. Benan, like Scherer, moTcd by scientific 
scruples, had to give up his belief in literal inspiration. But, 
brought up in a Church based entirely on tradition and authority, 
he passed almost inmiediately, with hardly any aj^arent struggle, 
from orthodoxy to scientific independence. If you remoye a 
single stone, the whole edifice of Boman Catiiolic theology 
collapses irremediably. The inner contradiction of Protestant- 
ism, in such a case, is a source of strength : the two principles, 
authority and liberty, are able to combine in a thousand different 
ways and proportions ; it is possible to cover almost the whole 
range of human thought without completely losing touch with 
Protestantism. Benan's CTolution was complete in a few 
months ; Scherer's took twelye years, t 

After breaking with the Qratoire, Scherer remained in Geneva 
for ten more years, a theologian and a Protestant still. For- 
merly the hope of the stanchest conservatives, he became one 
of the leaders of the liberals. He found himself in harmony 
with the newly-established Revue de Strasbourg ; he opened a 

* Or^azd, Scherer, p. 87. 

t The Piotestttnt faith dies harder than the Oatholio, being at the aame 
time Bixnpler and less conmstent ; on the - other hand, eoolesiastioal habits 
survive the loss of the OathoUo faith much longer than that of the Pro- 
testant. Benan beoame a radical free-thinker much more rapidly than 
Soherer, bat he remained a priest at heart aU his life, whilst Scherer soon 
ceased to be in anj way a minister. 
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priTftte oonno whioh, in spite of violent opposition, attracted 
large and appreciatiTO andienoes. Exoommnnioated» ostracised, 
saddened, but not embittered, he defended his JEuth inch by inch. 

He defended it against his opponents who doubted it, but 
chiefly against the logic of his own thooght, which, relentlessly, 
was biting into his old beliefe. For the doctrine of authority, 
which he had to abandon, he tried to substitute that of the inner 
feeling, the harmony between the reyelation in the Book and the 
reyelation within our hearts. '' It is to the soul that the whole 
Gospel is addressed, it is by its essential affinity with the soul 
that it establishes its claims." * But all the books in the Bible, 
all the chapters, all the yerses, do not appeal equally to our 
souls ; some non-Biblical writings possess the character of 
spirituality to a higher degree than some of the sacred books ; 
there is more ** inspiration " in the Imitation than in 
Chronicles. ''To limit the Spirit of God to the Bible, to 
deny the identity of the Spirit of the Bible with the Spirit of 
the Saints in all centuries, is a crime against that very Spirit 
and a lie of theology against faith." The canon of the Bible is 
merely the classical literature of our religion, but the Bible is 
neither totally nor ezclusirely inspired. 

When he reached this point (1864) Scherer could affirm that 
'* the destiny of the Bible and the destiny of holiness on earth 
are indissolubly bound together," but he was no longer, in any 
definite sense of the term, a Protestant. What he was he 
himself did not know : but he suffered. " I am not made, 
I feel it, for a time of uniyersal transformation like ours ; my 
sympathies are with the past, and yet human affairs are carried 
along by a current against which we cannot go. Thus I see 
myself borne by the oouYictions of my intellect towards a future 
which inspires me neither with interest nor with confidence."! 
And he wrote about Bishop Colenso pages in which rings the 
accent of a personal confession : " Some of the men who have 
most openly broken with the tradition, started with the most 
childlike, implicit, obstinate faith. They did not doubt in 
order to get rid of a doctrine, the holiness of which weighed 

* Melanges d4 Critique Religi§us$, p. 29. 
t Conver$aUoH» tkMogiqmitf 1867. 
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upon ihem ; they did not deny it because it was their interest 
so to do ; it was in spite of themselves that their faith left them. 
Far from seeking oat objections, they haye recognised their 
weight with reluctance. They yielded to OTidence. Their 
soulSy when they saw for the first time the abyss gaping 
before them, were seized with immense and grierous terror; 
they cast themselyes on their knees, they struggled with tears, 
they tried all remedies, had recourse to all advisers. Feeling 
the thoughts that had been their joy and their strength escape 
from them, realising the worth of all that was about to hjl 
them, not conceiving that anything could ever fill the vacant 
place, accustomed to considering dogma as the food of spiritual 
life and the only safeguard of human virtue, it seemed to them 
that they were going to fEill endlessly into abysmal darkness. 
Twenty times they resolved to doubt their doubts, they decided 
to close their eyes to this hateful light, they made deliberate 
eflbrts to believe — ^and ever they found themselves confronted 
with the absolute empire that Truth holds on honest minds. 
Nay, we have here something more than the mere ascendancy 
of evidence. If the most fervent believers, if saints themselves 
doubt at present, it is not on account of the seduction of 
speculative ideas, it is not even on account of the power with 
which several results of modem criticism impose themselves 
upon us : it is chiefly through the need of remaining consistent 
with themselves; accustomed to listening to their conscience, 
they could not resist it. Sincerity is for them such a high 
and sacred virtue that even their £uth has to be sacrificed 
to it. The conflict in which they are engaged is a conflict of 
moraUty with dogma, of uprightness of character with loyalty 
to the flag. In a word, if the essence of religion be Justice 
and Truth, we may say that these men are led to unbelief 
through devotion to religion itself. Such is the contradic- 
tion under which many souls are groaning at present ! Such 
is the truly tragic spectacle wifaiessed by the nineteenth 
century."* 

After passing from theology to metaphysics, from metaphysics 
to natural science (without mentioning Comte, Scherer seems 

* Le$ Cc^feaUmi d'un Miuioimaire, 1868. 
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to aocept the law of the three states) , would the human soul 
complete the cycle, and| harrowed by conflicts, reyolntionSy and 
catastrophes, return from materialism to £uth again ? In ISST, 
he expressed such a hope ; but conld it well be termed a hope ? 
For he expected that mankind would begin again the weary 
round — endless motion without progress. 

His final philosophy, if by such a name may be called the 
negation of all philosophy, was universal relativism, in which 
he found, not joy, but precarious rest and a sort of weary 
peace. " The edifice of the ancient world rested on the belief 
in the Absolute. Beligion, politics, morals, literature, eveiy- 
thing bore the mark of this notion. There was then neither 
doubt in the minds nor hesitation in the acts : every one knew 
how to decide. One knew of two causes only in the world, 
God's and the Devil's; of two camps among men, the good 
and the wicked ; of two places in eternity, on the right hand 
and on the left of the Judge. Truth was all on one side, error 
all on the other. To-day, nothing for us is truth or error: 
we must find other words. We see everywhere nothing but 
shades and degrees. We admit even the identity of contraries. 
We no longer know religion, but religions; ethics, but 
customs ; principles, but facts. We explain everything, and 
as it has been said, the intellect approves in the end whatever 
it is able to explain. Modem virtue is all summed up in 
toleration, that is to say in a disposition which our ancestors 
would have considered as the worst sign of weakness or treason. 
As for me, I confess, I cannot consider this revolution, the 
ancient world that one word has ruined, so many wandering 
souls, so many uprooted beliefs, so much darkness and sadness 
in our hearts, the end of so many strong and noble things — 
I cannot think of all that without being reminded of the Voice 
which sounded over the seas of old, and told mankind in dismay 
that 'Great Pan was dead.' 'At which cry,' relates Pan- 
tagruel, ' all were struck with terror ; and the last word was not 
ended but great sighs were heard, great lamentations and 
teirors on earth, not of one person, but of many.' Tes, the 
Voice has sounded again through space, announcing the end 
of another age and the last breath of another God: the 
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Absolute is dead within our souls: who shmll laise it to life 
again?"* 

There is despair in these eloquent lines, the despair of Vigny, 
Proudhon, Leconte de Lisle; and the ''ciy of agony" of 
Madame Ackermann rings like an echo of Soherer's. He had 
staked his all on the pursuit of truth : *^ Life was giyen unto 
us/' he said, quoting Saint-Martin, ** in order that eyeiy one of 
its minutes may be exchanged for a particle of truth. I am 
not among those who are able to boast of an existence thus 
filled; yet I dare to bear this testimony to myself: Tes, thus 
I too understand life." t Athirst for truth, for nearly twenty 
years in possession of absolute truth, his soul could not find 
happiness among the ruins which his intellect had made. Yet 
Scherer did not die of his metaphysical wound like Joufifroy. 
Belativism, cheerless as it is, precludes absolute despair as 
well as absolute knowledge. It cannot be a doctrine of hope, 
but it can teach resignation. The crisis was long and Scherer 
suffered ; but CTon before it was oTer he had become a literary 
critic of great authority ; he was soon to be one of the best 
champions of political Liberalism in the daily press. Life was 
worth liying, although the Absolute was in its grave. Engaged 
in congenial work, at peace with his conscience, respected eyen 
by his enemies, he was able to reconquer, not merely tranquillity, 
but happiness. " How happy we are ! " he would exclaim in 
his old age. In this again, his case was parallel with Benan's — 
Benan, whose cheerfulness seemed so puzzling and oTon so 
offensiye to M. Jules Lemaitre. 

He would probably have been at a loss to reconcile his 
positiye happiness with his philosophy. We are told I that 
he had thought of writing a treatise on the subject, and had 
to give up the attempt. His last words on moral philosophy 
are merely words of resignation. '' To be happy is to haye 
measured happiness and one's self; there is no surer way of 
not quarrelling with life than not to expect too much fi-om it." 
" The uniyerse is a fiEtct : we do not control it ; we hare nothing 

* Enaj on Hegel {JRevue d€$ Deux Manda and MHanga d'Hi$iair0 
IUUgieu9e), 
t iMamget d$ CrUiqiu tMgUam, AfmHMaemmt. \ Qr^id, Lc. 285. 
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to do but to accept it . . . Diy and bitter though they be, 
these troths are not barren. It is something to have learnt 
that among the problems which have most engrossed the human 
mind there are some which have no solution, and eyen no 
meaning. And the acceptance of things as they are, the habit 
of taking them as the ineluctable conditions of life, is a pretty 
good teacher of resignation. If one does not suffer any the 
less, one is less irritated by suffering; anguish is no longer 
mingled with bitterness, regrets with anger. The protest of 
the human moral sense against the immorality of nature and 
history remains; this is desirable; but it loses the feyerish 
and childish form of rebellion. * O Uniyerse 1 ' said Saint 
Marcus Aurelius, 'what thou wilt, that will I also.'" 

There was &ith in the orthodoxy of Scherer's young man- 
hood ; there was no less faith in the honest doubt which filled 
his mature years ; there seems to be none left in the stoicism 
of his old aga So this life of noble efforts ended with words 
of resignation — ^resignation, which is naught but the quietest 
fonn of despair. This alone would warn us that there was 
in Scherer's destiny something wrong somewhere. 

Tet it cannot be said that he eired, still less that he sinned. 
His reasoning was as faultless as his intentions were pure. 
He was not moyed by loye of destroction, for he struggled 
long against his own doubts; nor by inteUectual pride, for 
he was no worshipper of human reason. We must pity him, 
but hold him blameless. 

His misfortune, he saw this clearly, was to be longing for 
an unchangeable faith in an age of transition. He was by 
nature a conseryatiye, an orthodox ; the Absolute had been his 
god, and he mourned for it long after it was dead in his soul. 
Compare his literaiy criticism with that of Jules Lemaitre : 
Lemaitre may defend authority and tradition, which are the 
deep instincts of his nature; but he does it with the tone 
and the arguments of a subjectiyist, or, to giye him the name 
he accepted, of an impressionist Scherer preached Liberalism 
with the forceful earnestness of a theologian : while expounding 
relatiyism, he remained dogmatic. One cannot read his article 
on ** The Metaphysical Illusion," his reyiew of Benan's 
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PkUoMophical Dialoguei, without being strack — and possibly 
irritated — ^by the trenchant expression of his scepticism. He 
was the in&Ilible Pope of nniyersal uncertainty. 

Scherer was only forty-five when he emei^ied from his great 
crisis ; many men have recast their liyes at a more advanced 
age — ^Lamennais was fifty when he left the Chorch — and we 
may wonder why Scherer did not go beyond mere relativism. 
Bat his critical faculties had developed daring a twelve-year 
battle against his most cherished beliefs: his scepticism was 
now alert and formidably equipped against any new system. 
Besides, he had loved his old fsitii so dearly Uiat he shrank 
at the thought of giving it a successor. Thus a soul meant 
to be filled with ardent, unhesitating convictions was to remain 
empty, and, resigned though it seemed, it could not but mourn 
the irrecoverable faith. 

Yet it was well for Scherer that he did not recoil ; not only 
his sincerity, his intellectual courage, will remain his eternal 
honour, but in this life they saved what could be saved of his 
happiness. Wavering woidd have but prolonged his agony 
.and forfeited our respect. 

4. Quinet. 

Guizot was the champion of Christian orthodoxy; for him. 
Protestantism meant a faith based on the only legitimate 
authority — the Bible — and on the Bible alone. The liberals 
insisted on the rights of the individual conscience, a principle 
which, carried out by Scherer with fearless consistency, led him 
away from the Church altogether. There is a third aspect of 
Protestantism : historically, it is a reformed religion, freed from 
the superstitions and abuses which had crept into the traditional 
Church. It should therefore appeal to the men who are neither 
dogmatists nor investigators, but practical Christians, and who 
are dissatisfied with the adnunistration and the policy of the 
Roman Church. In a countiy like France, Christian by tradi- 
tion, but impatient of ** clericalism," such men, Reformed 
Catholics rather than positive Protestants, are bound to be 
numerous. 

Circumstances, under the Second Empire, seemed favourable 
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to snoh a moTement away from Home and towards ProtestantiEon. 
The old eighteenth-century hostility against Christianity as a 
whole was almost extinct. All the leaders of liberal thonght, 
all the great Romanticists — ^Lamennais, Lamartine, Hugo, 
Michelet — ^had paid glowing tributes to the traditional faith. 
There was no lack of genuine, conservatiye religious feeling. 
On the other hand, the hoped-for reconciliation between the 
Church and Liberalism had failed ; Rome was becoming every 
year more reactionary in her temporal policy, more intolerant 
of modem tendencies, more deeply committed to unacceptable 
forms and beliefe. It was increasingly difficult for many earnest 
Christians to remain Catholics, with Veuillot ruling the Church 
in France as a sort of Papal legate. Protestantism would have 
enabled these men to retain all the essentials of their religion 
without sacrificing their dignity as thinkers and as citizens. 

The most eloquent apostle of this movement was Edgar 
Quinet. Brought up by a Protestant mother, for whom his 
admiration was as boundless as his love, he studied for ten years 
at Tubingen and other German universities, and married the 
daughter of a Oerman minister. So he was free from Voltairian 
prejudices. Religion was ever the centre of his historical as 
well as of his literaiy works. He was one of the first men 
in France to recognise the all-important influence of religion in 
human history, and in this respect Fustel de Coulanges and 
Renan, although greater than he, did but glean in his field. 
He was rather a mystic philosopher than a historian. Picturesque 
details, the psychology of individuals, the technicalities of 
institutions, were for him points of secondary importance. His 
one aim was to study the laws of collective development, and for 
him, as for Bossuet, these laws were naught but the expression 
of God's Will. The old doctrine of Providence was rebaptized 
** philosophy of history," and under its new name became one of 
the idols of the early nineteenth century. Quinet was even 
more dogmatic in his exposition of God's purpose with mankind 
than Bossuet himself. He assumed quite naturally the attitude 
of a hierophant. In his mind, history became a branch of 
theology, or rather a substitute for theology. 

Except for this theological colouring, his interpretation of 
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history, before 1848, did not differ from that of the other 
BomanticiBts. Like them, he believed in the Rights of Man, 
and in liberty as the first of them all. Liberty meant both 
national independence and democracy ; Qninet was a patriot — 
Waterloo and the treaties of 1815 rankled in his sonl — and he 
sympathised with all oppressed and straggling countries — 
Greece, Poland, Italy, later Romania. He hated the Catholic 
Church as the arch-enemy of liberty and progress, and admired 
the Revolution of 1789, which had proclaimed the new gospel. 
Since that great renovation, France was a Messianic people, the 
" heir of Jesus Christ." Napoleon personified in Europe the 
French ideal ; he was the crowned apostle of nationality and 
democracy. But all great benefactors of mankind have to 
expiate their daring through martyrdom : Waterloo corresponds 
to Caucasus and Golgotha. 

During the Second Republic, Quinet played a creditable, 
though not a leading part in French politics. From the Coup 
d'Etat to the fall of the Empire he remained in exile. After 
1859, at least, this exile was voluntary ; it was, like Hugo's, 
a protest against a regime based upon force and firaud. These 
new circumstances had some influence on his opinions without 
altering them radically. Isolated, he became more original ; 
defeated, he was less optimistic, and he gained in both 
directions. 

In his Christianity and the French Revolution (1845) he 
had opposed the ** new dogma " of the sovereignty of the people 
to the Catholic doctrine of Papal infallibility. Democracy was 
then a political and religious panacea : the Revolution was 
'* truer to the spirit of Christ than the Church." The spectacle 
of France, the chosen nation, ^'Humanity's right arm," 
unanimously condoning the crime of December, had a sobering 
effeet upon him. Had he unreservedly believed in the new 
dogma he had so eloquently preached, he should have bowed 
before the elect of God imd the people. Quinet refused to 
accept the apparent verdict of fate. He admitted as a dogma 
the liberty of our moral personality, the possibility for us to 
progress through self-discipline; in other words, he reverted 
to the religion of conscience and responsibility, without abjuring 
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the fatalistio religion of ProTidence and Democracy. The 
tendency had been for many years to nunimise the influence 
as well as the responsibility of individuals ; heroes were but the 
instruments, geniuses only the living symbols, of immense 
collectiye evolutions. Quinet restored the notion of man's 
spiritual aut<momy. In this the influence of his Protestant 
mother is undeniable. This exalted moral sense imparted a 
stronger originality to his writings and gave his life its flawless 
dignity. 

The result of this individualistic evolution was that, whilst 
remaining a democrat — or rather a Bepublican — ^in politics, 
Quinet recanted his former '' Demolatry." His Revolution 
(1866) is £Eur from being a dithyramb like the histories of 
Michelet and Louis Blanc, or even the earlier and more conser- 
vative narrative of Thiers. At the same time as Mortimer- 
Temaux, ten years before Taine, he refused to be dazzled any 
more by heroic legends. '' Idolatiy," he said, " is no longer 
permissible. Away with prejudices; away with sanguinary 
systems ; away with historical fetishes — CflBsar or Bobespierre ; 
away with the deification of the People ! " So fearless was the 
attack that in spite of his past services, his integrity, his talent, 
his irreconcilable opposition to the Church and the Empire, 
Quinet was threatened with excommunication by the democratic 
party.* 

The Bevolution failed, said Quinet, and left France in a state 
of latent civil war, because it stopped short of its main task : a 
religious renovation, a new Reformation. Beligion is the very 
basis of society : a country whose nominal religion is at odds 
with the rest of its civilisation is fundamentally unsound. Now, 
the Bevolution, while it destroyed the last ruin of the Middle 
Ages in civil and political Ufe, left practicaUy untouched the in- 
carnation of the mediaBval spirit, tiie Catholic Church. ** The 
Constitution of the Clergy " was a timid, half-hearted attempt. 
Chaumette and his worship of Beason, much more remarkable, 
were misunderstood and derided. Bobespierre's cult of the 



* Of. Tejni^La lUvolMiim si 1$ liwr$ da M. Qmmt, 1866. It ieemt ihfti 
in hit LeUrea d^JBxU the BharpeBfc eritioinns fts^^inst the French people 
have been attenuated by lin. Quinet when ahe edited them for publication. 
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Snpreme Being was inspired by Boassean's Vicaire SaToyard, and 
BoQBsean as a religions teacher is disqualified on account of his 
tolerance, which respects eyen superstitions and leads to 
hypocrisy.* In religion, the Revolution destroyed nothing and 
created nothing. 

What should the BcTolutionists have done? They should 
have imitated the thoroughgoing methods of the great Beforma- 
tbn. Whereyer it triumphed, it condemned the old religious 
institutions and set up new ones, and it was not until the old had 
ceased to be a danger, and the new had become part of the 
national organism, that religious liberty was gradually restored. 
The breaking of images, the banishment of priests, compulsory 
conformity, were integral part of the work of the Protestant 
Beformation, in Geneva as well as in England or in Sweden. 
FMviously, in Marmx de Sainte-Aldegonde (1857), Quinet had 
shown that the Dutch Bevolution owed its success to its uncom- 
promising attitude towards its adversaries. It is an illusion to 
think that force is powerless against a Church, although it may be 
futQe against a belief. The French Bevolution was despotic in 
politics and liberal in religion : it should have been just the 
reverse. The massacres of 1793 were odious, because " their 
violence was out of proportion with their cause. The massacres 
of Moses have not harmed Judaism, nor those of Mohammed the 
Koran, nor those of Alva Catholicism, nor those of Ziska and 
Henry Vlll. the Beformation. . . . Men, even unbelievers, 
taken as a whole, have always shown great clemency for whoever 
sheds blood in the name of Heaven." t 

A strange theory indeed, excessive, paradoxical, and above all 
unexpected ; for Quinet was a humane and high-minded man. In 
the JesuiUf in UUranumtaniMm^ he had denounced religious in- 
tolerance, and, at a time when he was less in sympathy with 
Protestantism, thanked God that France was free from the taint 
of exdusiveness.t He was probably influenced by the example 
of En^and, a country which for two hundred years had found it 
necessazy to defend its Protestant faith against an offensive 



* The BaYoyud Vicar uxges the wiedom, nay the duty, for every o&e to 
lexnain in the religion of hiB family and oonntry. 
t BevoMum, zvi. 7. } UUramo9Uammn$^ 341. 
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return of Romanism, and which, even in 1860, was still intoler- 
ant to a degree. No country can live a normal life without 
religion : it is to Quinet's lasting credit that he affirmed this 
truth more emphatically than any of his contemporaries. Catho- 
licism is incompatible with modem principles : this is not so 
OTident, but it is after all a defensible idea. Now, what new 
faith would he substitute for the old ? 

In his letter to Eugdne Sue on the ^'Religious and Moral 
Situation in Europe "* (1866), Quinet had already answered, un- 
hesitatingly, *' Protestantism," and, of all the forms of Protes- 
tantism, Unitarianism : *' Certainly it would be an immense 
progress if the nations could be drawn away from Catholicism, 
which represents barbarous medisBYalism, on to one of the most 
modem forms of Christianity. . . . And among these you cannot 
have faUed to see that Unitarianism is the one most in harmony 
with our times, for while it preserres a shadow of Christian 
antiquity, and thus reassures the trembling spirit of the people, 
it also goes hand in hand with the most fearless philosophy. 
Who could not wish that the voice of a French Emerson, of a 
Channing, should be heard in the midst of our French society, in 
our provinces, in our workshops? " 

Quinet was not content with preaching : through his influence 
a great religious movement was started at Brassels, and a 
Unitarian Church founded. But in France his words found no 
echo. The case of Maurice Sand,t who, with his wife, became 
a liberal Protestant, remained an exception. Quinet himself, 
the apostle of Protestantism, never joined a Church, even the 
freest. Nay, whilst a Voltairian, Merimee, a Positivist, Taine, 
asked for a Protestant burial, Quinet remained, in death as in life, 
a free-thinker, unconnected with any form of organised Christ- 
ianity. 

Why did he never take the decisive step ? Perhaps he was 
too much of a Protestant, if Protestantism meant to him what 
the name seems to imply, to surrender to any Church a particle 
of his spiritual independence. It is a comparatively easy matter 

* Le Livre de VExU : LtUr^ atir la Situation, eto., p. 468. 
t The son of Gtoorge Band, a noralist of aome merit ; of. G. Band's Corre- 
tpondencB, 

7 
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to remain within (he Ghnrch of one's childhood, or to retom to it 
eyen after wandering hi and wide ; bat after reaching middle life 
a man cannot adopt a new fiEuth except aa the resnlt of a radical 
and irresistible conyersion. Now Qninety who was the disciple 
and the yonng friend of Grenzer,* and one of the pioneers in 
France of the study of comparatiye religionyf considered Christ- 
ianity merely as a sect of the Church nniyersal. His admiration 
for Protestantism was retrospectiye and moral; in theology, he 
remained independent. He adyocated a change of religioas 
allegiance as a compromise between " Bomish superstition " and 
his ideal of philosophy, as a transition between rigid ecclesias- 
ticism and the absolute autonomy of the indiyidual soul. '' I do 
not expect the people to become philosophers all of a sudden," he 
wrote to Eugene Sue. Now such a conscious compromise giyes 
satisfiEtction neither to the inteUect nor to the heart. Men are 
not so humble-minded, or so foolish, as to accept anything as 
** good enough for them," if you imply that something better 
exists. Unless you haye absolute fiuth in the religion you 
preach, how can you expect to conyert a whole nation ? 

In contemporaiy France eyeiything short of Catholicism seems 
to lack authority, tradition, efScacy, splendour, mystic appeal. 
Eyerything short of free-thought seems timid, illogical, half- 
hearted. Quinet was oyer drawn to Protestantism by a sort of 
nostalgic attraction, and yet remained an outsider. He was thus 
a wandering spirit, too much of a Protestant, bent on indiyidual 
salyation, to belieye in sheer Romantic humanitarianism, and too 
much of a free-thinker to be a Christian. It may be true that men 
haye treasures of indulgence for religious &natics : but how shall 
we deal with this Churchless Huguenot, who adyocated yiolence 
on behalf of an undefined creed, of a disembodied aspiration — a 
fanatic indeed, but a fanatic without a doctrine ? 

In 1870 Quinet appeared in a new guise with his large work 
on Creation, It is sometimes said that this book marked 
Quinet's conyersion to the religion of science, t We cannot 

* The ftQihoz of the SymboUk : his religion, he said, wae that ol Proolns 
And Plotiniu. 

t U G4iUs du IM/igioiu, 1849. 

\ Quinet had hefora critioifled the religion of toienoe : '* The soientistB ftleo 
h*Te their ohimeiA : they imagine that wienoe will soon take the plaoe of 
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accept this yiew. Like his friend Michelet, Qninet carried into 
the study of natnral histoiy the methods, the feelings, the style 
of his other works. Creation is yet another eloquent review of 
nniyersal histoiy, this time extended &r beyond the narrow limits 
of human civilisation. Quinet read into geology and palsBontology 
all his own moral theories. His disappointment with democracy 
for one thing : ** It is possible for conscience to disappear for a 
time, from one people, even from almost the entire race, and to 
suryive in a few rare individuals, forgotten, buried alive." * 
** Conscience is the result of a victory over our lower nature ; [it] 
is not merely a gift; it is acquired through effort and 
strengthened by wiU ; it grows by the same law which causes 
eveiy being to struggle, to fight, to resist, in nature, in man 
himself. . • . This sense of effort, this victory of will, prove 
that we are frea" 

This is all the positive ficdth expressed in this book. Man is 
little — an embiyo, a ** fragment of himself," and knows little : 
'' What will happen to-morrow? We know not, we who aspire 
to etemity."t Perhaps a new race will wrest from us the 
sceptre of the world. This work, so different from the usual 
psBan to science, ends in tones of doubt and melancholy. The 
last word of wisdom is the stoic resignation of Marcus Aurelius,| 
and when Quinet speaks of the triumph of justice, it is not in the 
form of an affirmation, but of a prayer — a prayer mingled with 
anguish and almost with reproach : ** God, who in these days 
veilest Thy face, do not permit that justice should fail ! " § 

No layman except Benan was more constantly interested in 
religious problems than Quinet ; and he treated these problems 
with a passionate earnestness which made Benan seem coldly 
rationalistic, almost Voltairian in comparison ; no one assumed 

religion. They do not know hnman nature. Religion and science are in 
definitely drawing closer, but they wiU ncTer merge into one : they are the 
asymptotes of the great homan carve." — La BivoUUion. 

* '* If it should proclaim that wrong is right, the whole human race, in- 
numerable and degraded, wotdd be as naught compared with the conscience 
of one jnst man." — Cr, ii. 807. 

t ii. 408. t ii. 413. 

8 ii. ch. z. Ths N0W 8pkU (1876) is in the same strain, more optimistic, 
but eren Tigaer.— ii, ill. 
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more naturally the tone of a prophet and of a preacher. Yet, 
when it comes to the point of defining the doctrine of this long 
life and of these thirty yolnmes, the reader is at a loss. Pan- 
theism. Democracy, Stoicism ? Who conld tell ? 

Yet if religion is, not a doctrine, bnt an inspiration, and a law 
to liye by, Qninet, oyer haunted Hvith thoughts of the infinite, 
eyer fiuthfol to the dictates of his conscience, oyer deyoted to the 
seryice of God and the people, was one of the most religions men 
that eyer liyed. He was neither a great thinker nor a supreme 
artist, but a noble soul. His life was his best woriL. He is one 
of the Saints of modem France.* 

6. Condution. 

In France, Protestantism, as the representatiye of authority, 
tradition, orthodoxy, is oyershadowed by Catholicism : this Guizot 
himself willingly recognised. As the champion of indiyidualism 
in religion, it mei^es ineyitably into free-thought, as happened 
in the case of Soberer. For the compromise dreamt of by 
Quinet — a simpler creed, a purer Church, as a preparation for the 
reign of uniyersal philosophy — ^there seems to be little room. 
We understand now why Protestantism, in spite of its glorious 
history and of its admirable elements, had so little influence 
during the period we suryey ; why its progress was so slow, in 
spite of apparently fayourable circumstances ; why the problems 
it offered were neyer of national scope. French Protestantism 
is a suryiyal : many of its leaders know this and take pride in it. 
They do not welcome modem life. Their faith has the poignant 
and noble melancholy of a dying city ; it would be a sacrilege to 
tear up its moss-grown payement and to send trolley-cars 
rambling along its deserted streets. Requiescat in pace/ 

• A amaU and waU-meaning groap, " The Union of Froe-Thinkan and Free 
Believen '* (liberal Pioteetanta and religions-minded agnostios), seems io hold 
him in special Teneiaiion. 
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BOOK II 

CHAPTER I 

VOLTAIBIANISM 

1. Decline and Revival of Voltairianism. 

Thbbb are at least two kinds of Voltairianism, as any standard 
dictionary will teU us : " Voltairianism : the principles or practices 
of a Voltairian ; the spirit, philosophy, and doctrine of Voltaire ; 
witty and scoffing scepticism." 

The spirit, philosophy, and doctrine of Voltaire ? That (ax 
transcends mere scoffing scepticism, however witty. Faith in 
ciyilisation, in progress, in science ; hatred of intolerance and 
superstition ; unremitting activity ; effective, courageous benevo- 
lence : if this be Voltairianism, who would not, like Thiers in 
1845, be proud of being called a Voltairian ? There is a hero in 
the wrinkled, sardonic Patriarch of unbelief; the women of a 
frivolous, sceptical age who shed tears or fainted when admitted 
to his presence were probably less mistaken than the later 
critics who treated him as a mere buffoon. Lord Morley, with 
his wonted gravity and eloquence, has admirably defined and 
emphasised the prophetic side of Voltairism, as he chooses to call 
it. In spite of all his weaknesses, Voltaire was the Luther 
of a new reformation, a good and fjEuthful servant of justice 
and truth.* 

Voltaire, the Antichrist, the ambassador plenipotentiary of 
his Majesty the Devil, was by no means hostile to religion. 



* John Morley, FoUaifW, 1872, oh. i., PreUminary, 1-42. 
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war-ciy : ''Ecrasez rinfihne !/'*i7ar xuBed, not against 
Christianity as we nnderstand it^'bilVAgkinst its connterfeit and 
worst enemy, sectarian .fanilieMp'* ' He was not even the fierce, 
unrelenting atUi^lertfaf'^i^Axaidlj depicted in Catholic histories. 
He remained oh frfeBHTy terms with his old masters, the Jesuit 
Fathe^.l?q\^tQediine and Por6a He had a sort of half-prankish 
•^ •.'EUi^^JiM^ fondness for the Church. We do not forget his 
**: Innumerable pamphlets against Biblical miracles. We do not 
expect St. Voltaire ever to be admitted into the Catholic 
calendar. Yet his philosophy, on the whole, is surprisingly 
conservatiye. Many Protestants, even within the orthodox 
Churches, would agree with him on most essential points. In 
England, he might haye been a Dean like Swift, or eyen a 
Bishop. Was it not rumoured that Madame de Pompadour 
wanted to bribe him with a Cardinal's hat — ^a characteristic bit 
of eighteenth-century gossip ? 

But if his doctrines were not incompatible with religion, his 
temperament was. No man could be less of a mystic. His 
faults and his yirtues are alike of the earth earthly, his yanity 
like his common sense, his warm, actiye sympathy like his cruel 
wit In religious matters he had but two passions, neither 
ignoble, but both negatiye : hatred of intolerance and hatred of 
superstition. His second great weakness lay in his lack of the 
historical spirit This was the £ftult of his times, not his own : 
not only was he a great historian according to the standard of 
his century, but he was a path-finder, whose influence is felt to 
this day. Yet it must be said that to the spirit of impartiality, 
comprehension, and sympathy in historical studies — ^the most 
precious conquest perhaps of our own age, and Qermany's noblest 
contribution to the progress of the human mind — Voltaire was 
almost a total stranger. Hence the childishness, according to 
modem ideas, of his Biblical criticism. His stock explanation 
for miracles was firaud. '' The first prophet was the first rogue 
who met the first fooL" In (Edipe, in Mahotnet, we find the 
same keynote : imposture is the foundation of historical 
religions. As spiritual experience and true historical insight 
were alike denied him, Voltaire's only guide in philosophy and 
religion was Beason, but reason narrowed down to common sense, 
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to the logic taught in Jesuit colleges and the traditional wisdom 
of the Parisian bourgeoisie. His constant and most effectiye 
method is that of redwctio ad abswrdum : whatever is contrary to 
his logic and experience is false. Within its narrow field, 
Voltaire's reasoning is not seldom unanswerable: and it is 
almost inyariably witty. At the merest touch of his needle-like 
irony, the fairest bubbles vanish. There is no visible effort: 
indeed, the result alone tells you that whilst he was smiling with 
such sprightly grace, a death-thrust has been dealt to some time- 
hallowed superstition. Within these limits Voltairianism may 
be legitimate : but when logic disproves the obvious, it is thereby 
committing suicide. And Voltaire was blind to many things 
which are obvious to men of the twentieth century. 

A Voltairian, therefore, is a man in whom common sense is 
unchecked by mystic intuition, passion, imagination, or by a 
rigorous historical and scientific training. Applying to revela- 
tion, tradition, and dogma his unfiuling method of criticism, he 
cannot but find them absurd, and as ridicule is the best weapon 
against pretentious absurdities, the Voltairian, witty or not, will 
naturally be a scoffer. Unable to understand the thoughts and 
feelings of the religious-minded, he honestly considers them as a 
pack of superstitious fools, and their leaders as self-seeking 
hypocrites. For how could educated people sincerely accept 
what he himself rejects as palpably erroneous ? A Voltairian 
need not be a bad man or a fool : as a rule, he is a decent 
citizen and a sane, safe, and sensible person. The only trouble 
with him is hypertrophied common sense. Tear off his sardonic 
mask, and in the Voltairian you will recognise our old fiiend the 
Philistine. 



By the middle of the nineteenth century, the identity of the 
two had become evident. M. Homais, in Flaubert's novel 
Madame Bovary^ is the immortal incarnation of middle-class 
materialism, pomposity, and ignorance masquerading as firee- 
thought. Veuillot had already proved that pungent wit was no 
longer on the side of unbelief, and Pontmartin was justified in 
saying : '' Voltaire has become the idol of dolts : that's his 
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punishment." This alone was snffieient to damn Yoltairianism 

in the eyes of a generation neither profotmd nor virtaoos, bat 

practical and keen-witted. Then, in their terror of the " Bed ^ 

Fiend " stalking abroad in 1848, the Yoltairian bomgeois them- 

selveSy led by Thiers, Duyergier de Hanranne, Yillemain, and 

other converted liberals, " threw themselves at the feet of the 

bishops," because they saw the need of a " cassocked police " to 

help the gendarmes save society. Merim^e, who remained true to 

his negative principles, Dondan, sanest and most lovable of all 

Yoltairians, Barbey d'Aorevilly and Yeoillot, nncompromising 

and undiplomatic Catholics, poured ridicule on these converts 

** by the grace of the barricades." But a mightier cause was at 

work, ruining Voltairian influence in the best minds of the rising 

generation : the growth of the scientific spirit. For the 

philosophers of the age of reason, trained in mathematics, 

astronomy, and the most general aspects of physics, natural laws 

were simple, universal, eternal : the world was a grand theorem, 

which is not veiy different from being a syllogism ; fallacies 

could be detected at once by almost infallible rules. For the 

nineteenth-century thinker, Gained in the historical and natural 

sciences, the world is a growth and an experiment : our reason, 

one of its products rather than its law, cannot compass its 

immensity. Hence new conceptions of complexity, difference, ^ 

evolution, and a new attitude of prudence, tolerance, sympathy. 

About the middle of the century the new spirit won the battle, 

and ynth Comte, Spencer, Darwin became a philosophy. For 

these men and their disciples a syllogism proved very little, 

a witticism nothing at all. Benan, so often called Yoltaire's 

continuator, but who was, in his early career, the somewhat naive 

and trenchant apostle of science, expressed the opinion of his 

generation in his merciless posthumous slashing of Bdranger, one 

of the last genuine Yoltairians. 

Thus during the first decade of the Empire Yoltairianism 
seemed to be dying fiist, and was represented in literature ' 

only by a straggling few. Beranger, since the &11 of his arch- 
enemy Charles X. in 1880, had been living on his gloiy, which 
was immense, somewhat burdensome, and, he felt it himself, 
excessive. He was no hero, bat an amiable epicore, a benevo- 
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lent egoist, with the semi-iimocent daplicity of a man who had 
to liye up to his legend. He was for thirty years the idol 
of the great army of Philistines. The old lover of Lisette died 
loyal to his Dieu de$ Bonnes Oen» — ^a '' good little god " who 
winks at the frolics of grisettes and wine-bibbers. Yiennet 
was a genuine relic of the eighteenth century, an indomitable 
fossil whose wit was old-fashioned to the point of quaintness, 
and who allied inexhaustible productivity with pugnacity of 
the genuine Femey brand. He lived so long that he was 
privileged to see a last flickering revival of his doctrines, and 
his History of the Pontiftccd Power (1866) made him almost 
popular for the first time in forty years. It was rumoured 
that on his deathbed he was reconciled with the Church. This 
conversion in extremis created some indignation, not against 
the enfeebled nonagenarian, but against the priests who thus 
tried to *' confiscate his death." Yet an orthodox end would 
not have been strictly unvoltairian : there is no scoffing at 
death, and common sense has not yet fathomed this mystery, 
the commonest of alL As their creed is mostly negative, 
holds no promise, allays no fear, many Yoltairians accept and 
even implore, in artictdo mortis, the ministration of a Church 
which they have derided all their lives. 

Doudan spent the greater part of his life in the small 
doctrinaire world of which the Broglie family was the centre : 
just the cool, equable atmosphere necessary to the perfect 
development and preservation of his qualities; unspoilt by 
popular criticism or applause, he was a perfect type of middle- 
class Yoltairianism at its best. Moderation, common sense, 
equipoise, tolerance, all the neutral and solid qualities of 
middle-aged men in comfortable circumstances: such was his 
ideal. In religion he and his friends hated fanaticism like 
all forms of exaggeration. They honoured the Church within 
her proper domain, but they measured it out to her very parsi- 
moniously. They were independent Catholics or liberal Protes- 
tants, and moderate anti-clericals. These earnest, intelligent 
men lacked enthusiasm, imagination, prestige ; they were short- 
sighted, self-centred, self-satisfied; it is impossible to love 
or admire them very warmly: but they were ''infinitely 
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respectable." Doudan, kindly, witty, nnpretentioiis, is the best 
of them all. The gospel of the golden mean, such as we find 
it preached in his best pages, may fiul to satisfy onr intensest 
cravings in critical hoars, bat it remains far aboye the daily 
needs of the average man. 

Goasin, the dictator of State philosophy onder Loais-Fhilippe, 
the Pope of Natand Religion, was revising and toning down his 
famoas book On the True, the Beaudful, and the Oood. 
Sincerely — ^for he no longer had anything to fear or to hope for 
in this world — he attempted to propitiate the one great spiritaal 
power, the Gharch, which, according to him, coald stem the 
flood-tide of materialism. He wanted an alliance between 
" spiritoalistic " philosophy and Ghristianity, not an abdication 
of haman reason. Bat nothing short of onconditional sarrender 
wonld satisfy Rome, which, in spite of all concessions, threatened 
to place his books on the Index Expwrgatoriue. Goasin, a 
aniqae mixture of the Philistine, the mountebank, and the 
prophet, spent the last few years of his life dodging the issue, 
and died uncommitted, but the failure of the Gousinian com* 
promise had long been apparent. In the eyes of all genuine 
philosophers, the Gousinians, Spiritualists, or Eclecticists were 
catechists and apologists rather than investigators. For all 
problems they had a ready-made solution, the one imposed 
by common sense, rebaptized ** impersonal reason " — apparently 
the kind of reason that does not reason, as M. Faguet remarks. 
They had some of the qualities and all the faults of orthodox 
preachers. Gousin himself, his successors Jules Simon and 
Garo, were excellent orators, for they were not afraid of the 
commonplace and appealed to a large, uncritical publia They 
were practical moralists too, and as such they spoke many noble 
words, useful and uplifting, even when they were trite and 
redundant. At the same time, a slight suspicion of insincerity 
could not but attach to their fine phrases. These fprofessed 
independent thinkers were the prisoners of an orthodoxy. They 
were a lay clergy of Savoyard Vicars. 

Voltairianism was thus dying of inglorious old age, when the 
victory of the retrograde elements within the Ghurch galvanised 
it for another twenty years. For Voltairianism, weak on the con- 
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stractiye side, shallow, incomplete thongh it be, is an unrivalled 
weapon against certain forms of superstition and ignorance. This 
Saint-Beuve and Benan themselves conceded. Anti-clericalism 
inspired a whole literature of pamphlets, novels, and plays. 
Le MaudUf an anti-Jesuit romance, almost rivalled the success 
of Sue's Wandering Jew. George Sand's Mademoiselle La 
Quintinie appeared in the staid Revue dee Deux Mondes. The 
middle-class liberal paper Le Steele issued a popular edition 
of Voltaire's complete works. Larousse's unwieldy Dictionnaire 
Universel was in spirit as weU as in scope the true successor 
of Diderot's Encychp6die. The Pope was the chief target 
of Voltairian satire. Lanfrey, About, Viennet had their fling 
at the Pontifical Power. Maurice Lach&tre, ''revolutionist and 
lexicographer, a deist vrith Voltaire and J. J. Bousseau, a 
spiritist with Allan Eardec," told in ten ingenuously horrific 
volumes The History of the Popes, relating the Crimes, 
Mv/rders, Poisonings, AdvUeries, and Incests of the Roman 
Pontiffs, together with the Crimes of Kings, Queens, and 
Emperors. 

The stage, as in the days of Voltaire, became a pulpit. 
Eug^e Sue, in 1849, had turned his romance The Wandering 
Jew into an efiective melodrama, which in the sixties enjoyed 
a revival of popular favour. Augier's Fits de Oiboyer is a 
vigorous satire of Catholic society, and, with Aristophanean 
directness, of its great journalist, Veuillot. Lions and Foxes 
is another anti-clerical drama, denouncing the machinations 
of the Jesuits with commendable vigour. Ponsard, the head 
of the " Common Sense" school of dramatic poetry, gave his 
dying efforts to a OalUeo which was to be the Polyeucte 
of Bationalism and science. A battle was expected between 
Catholics and anti-clericals; but the stir soon died out, as 
the play was crude and unconvincing — the philosophy of Homais 
translated into pseudo-Cornelian lines. 

Even the sleepy halls of the Luxembourg rang in their turn 
with the echoes of the conflict. The first Prince of the Blood, 
Napoleon (Jerome) Bonaparte, attacked the clerical party in 
violent speeches which, firom such a man and in such an 
assembly, created great sensation and some scandal. Sainte- 
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Beaye, his friend, foUowed his example, and roased even more 
opposition within the House and more enthusiasm without. 
I^ce Napoleon, '^a Caesar estranged from his class," liked 
to join a small knot of free-thinking philosophers, scientists, 
and literary men, either at Magny's, a restaurant of some repute 
at the time, or at Sainte-Beuye's. One of these agapes, the 
famous ''Good Friday Orgy," kept Parisian tongues wagging for 
a few weeks. Eyery year, on Good Friday, small hands of free- 
thinkers, of the shallowest and noisiest description, assemble 
to a feast of sausages and black-pudding — the coarseness of 
the fare probably adds a sting to the intended insult. Great 
was the indignation when the rumour spread abroad that the 
first Prince of the Blood, possibly a future Emperor of the 
French, had attended such an anti-clerical feast at the home 
of a well-known Senator. Sainte-Beuye, sincerely annoyed 
by this unexpected storm, repeated : '' Much ado for an omelet 
with bacon!" He was slandering his own board; the in- 
criminated meat course was a pheasant with truffles: the 
Senator was an epicure. Needless to say that neither Sainte- 
Beuye nor his guests had any intention of turning a small, 
strictly priyate affair into an anti-religious demonstration. The 
date had been selected without any thought of its liturgical 
associations. The list of the culprits is instructiye : they were 
Taine, About,- Benan, Flaubert, Robin, Prince Napoleon, 
and Sainte-Beuye himself: a Pleiad hard to match in any 
time or country. 

All these men were branded as Voltairians. The term fits 
exactly Edmond About, who was eyen nicknamed '' Voltaire's 
grandchild." Wit, actirity, loye of luxury and power, an easy 
bantering style, fiuth in progress, and no ayersion to enlightened 
despotism : all this the brilliant journalist had in common with 
the Patriarch ; Voltaire's deeper qualities were lacking in his 
shallow and selfish imitator. Robin, a great physiologist, was 
a materialist of the rankest type. Flaubert professed no creed 
but ''Art for Art's sake." Renan, Taine, Sainte-Beuye went 
far beyond mere Voltairianism. Yet, in Sainte-Beuye, under 
the mask of temporary and not whoUy disinterested sympathies 
for one Church after another, there lurked a permanent element 
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not only of indifference^ but of hostility to religion. His 
scoffing scepticism was admirably veiled : we feel its presence 
all the same. 

2. Spiritual Nikilitm: Miriwie. 

In Prosper M6rim6e ** scoffing scepticism " affects no dis- 
guise and suffers no compromise. *^ He was a great atheist, an 
ouitrageofUM materialisti the personal enemy of Providence ; he 
denied the existence of God, and yet he hated Him as one 
hates a master." In thns summing up the Credo — or rather 
the Nego — of his friend H. Beyle (Stendhal), M6rimee was 
summing up his own. The arch-scoffer of Femey believed 
intermittently but sincerely in philosophy, in humanity, in an 
avenging God. Here we have Voltaire out-Yoltaired, destruc- 
tive scepticism in all its purity, undefiled by any element of 
affirmation. Merim^e is an extreme, almost a pathological case, 
perhaps the last of its kind among writers of the first rank, and 
for that reason he deserves our attention. 

When MSrimee was bom in 1808, Chateaubriand had recently 
published his Qeme du Christianigmef Bonaparte had signed a 
Concordat with the Pope : after twelve years of revolution and 
schism, the nation was fast returning to Catholicism. Tet 
M6rim^'s family was not carried with the tide : the child was 
never baptized. When, in later life, he would say ''We 
Pagans," he was not using the word metaphorically. In his 
education, otherwise fairly weU balanced, Christianity was 
totally ignored. 

At thirty, M6rim6e, who knew Byron's Don Juan by heart, 
affected the pose of his favourite hero. It must be said in 
extenuation that about that time the Byronic infection, under 
many forms — Byronic despair, Byronic rebellion, Byronic 
dandyism — ^was pretty general. Merim^ was for a few years 
a p^fumed and heartless cynic. Not for more than two or 
three years perhaps : but he was to retain through life the fame 
of a dangerous rake. A certain native coldness of heart, an 
intense dread of being gulled, a fiistidiouB taste which made 
gushing and mawkish sentimentality unbearable to him, too 
intimate an acquaintance with the literature of the eighteenth 
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century, too great an admiration for a slightly conventional 
ideal of English self-masteiy and reserye, a place behind the 
scenes in the great political comedy of the early thirties, 
a godless youth, and the firiendship of Stendhal: with all 
these elements in him, all these influences round him, 
Merimee could not help being a sceptic, unless he had been 
a saint. 

He was no saint ; and for many years he seemed to find in 
his own infidelity a perpetual source of gratification and pride. 
As though his Memoir of Henry Beyle were not sujfficiently 
Voltairian in its public form, he had seyeral copies privately 
printed, with blasphemous and obscene additions, and dated : 
*' The 1854th year of the Nazarene's imposture." And 
Merim6e was a man of undoubted intelligence, taste, and 
refinement : but irreligion with him rose almost to the point 
of a mania. 

M^rimte had at least one merit: he was sincere and con- 
sistent in his opinions, and did not change them to suit the 
times. His cynicism, after all, was honest and refireshing com- 
pared with Yillemain's recent and questionable orthodoxy. He 
vented his ill-humour about the Pope, the French clergy, the 
Faubourg Saint-Germain, the whole clerical party, with the 
greatest freedom in his letters to Panizzi, with more subtle 
irony in those to his famous '' Unknown." 

Merimee affected, under the Empire, to be a man of the 
world rather than a man of letters. But the rdle he had chosen, 
or that circumstances had thrust upon him, obliged him to 
associate constantly and intimately with those very ** clericals " 
whose superstition and fanaticism he so much despised. Every- 
where, in society, at the Academy, in the Senate, at Court, he 
encountered the enemy. Fate's irony had willed it that the 
great scoffer should be the friend and prot^ of her Most 
Catholic Majesty the Empress Eugenie. Her mother, the 
Countess of Teba and Montijo, had been M6rimte's best friend 
for twenty years. He had taught his future sovereign, then 
a little Spanish girl of six or seven, the rudiments of French ; 
he had led her by the hand in the Paris streets, with occasional 
stops at candy-stores. The Empress always kept her reqpect 
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and a£fection for '' Monsietir M^rim^e/' as she would persist in 
calling him, years after his death, when for the whole world he 
had become " M^rimte." Through her direct influence he was 
made a Senator, and it was reported that she hailed his appoint- 
ment with undisguised, even exuberant, delight. On his side, 
M6rim6e was no self-seeking courtier, but, to the end of his life, 
the independent, respectful, and passionately deyoted friend of 
the Empress. A dying man, he dragged himself to Paris, and 
urged Thiers to saye the dynasty after the disaster of Sedan. 
The reyolution of the 4th of September, 1870, dealt him the 
death-blow. He probably neyer was a yery stanch Bonapartist, 
but he was, with all his heart, a Eugenist, Now, in the 
Imperial circle, by the side of the silent, dreamy Emperor, 
Prince Napoleon represented free - thought, the Empress 
championed the Catholic Church. The two were openly at 
odds: thus MerimSe's conyictions and his sympathies were 
at yariance. He admired Prince Napoleon and disliked him ; 
eyen Sainte-Beuye he could not wholeheartedly support. He 
found it impossible to open his mouth in the Senate except 
on three triyial occasions. 

At Court and in society, M6rim6e was more in his element 
than in political life, and retained his freedom of speech. 
Many attempts were made for his conyersion. He receiyed holy 
medals from ladies of exalted rank, anxious for his salyation. 
To one of these loyely missionaries he expressed his willingness 
to be baptized, proyided she would act as godmother and hold 
him oyer the font. Of these attempts, the most constant and 
systematic was made by Madame de Larochejacquelein : his 
letters to her, published in 1896, reyealed a new Merim^e, 
an earnest, well-informed, respectful critic ; an unbelieyer, but 
no longer a boastful one ; a man in whom honest doubt was 
tinged with regret and melancholy. Such a change does great 
credit to Merim6e's correspondent, to her sincerity, her intelli- 
gence, and her tact. But it is also due to a change in the 
general atmosphere. The last ten years of Louis-Philippe's 
reign, the first few of the Empire, had been intensely 
materialistic : about 1860, on the contrary, the conflict between 
science and religion was so clearly defined, so intense, that eyen 
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a careless dilettante like Merimee conld not bat feel at times 
the vanity of mere irony. 

Thus we see Merimee in the guise of a theologian, well 
versed in scriptural lore, proposing and defending his own inter- 
pretation of a Greek word in the Gospel — ^maintaining his 
ground with firmness and without pedantry, and although never 
indulging in an unseemly jest, still a great master of light 
epistolary style. 

** There are," he says, " two different ways of believing. The 
first is founded on presumption checked by reasoned criticism ; 
the other is based on personal feeling. ... To produce this 
feeling without appealing to reason is a faculty or a gift which 
is not imparted to everybody. I quite understand the words, 
* Seek and you shall find,' but I do not think they fit my case at 
all. If the ordinary rules of historical criticism are applied to 
religious records, the authenticity of tradition will be even less 
credible than the account of the early years of Home given by 
Livy. Whoever reads the Bible like an ordinary book, without 
believing in it a priori, will see nothing in it but a very ancient 
compilation, full of the faults and beauties of Oriental literature. 
The New Testament,, apart firom the biographical legend it con- 
tains, differs firom all ancient books in the admirable morals it 
teaches, presented by its practical side and addressed to every 
body. It is the epitome of the best principles, formerly reserved 
by the Greek philosophers for a small number of adepts, now 
placed within the reach of all men without exception. It seems 
evident to me that there is no better rule of conduct to follow, 
whatever doubts one may entertain about the origin of the 
book. ... It is never easy to form a conviction when one has 
no faith and merely applies the rules of scientific criticism. 
Even in purely material problems, like that of the magnet, our 
science is soon bafiSed. Our earth is but a speck in the uni- 
verse; and yet, shall we ever fathom all its secrets? As for 
understanding superhuman things, we cannot do it, for that 
would require a superhuman nature." Thus, under the influence 
of an earnest Christian, M6rim6e's bantering scepticism changed 
and deepened into pure scientific scepticism, and that honest 
doubt worth half the creeds. Let us note that this doubt is 
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penonaly not dogmatio. M6rijn6e does not say that to affirm 
withont proof, in other words, to belieTe, is an error and a weak- 
ness ; it is " a particular disposition of the mind." Not to have 
this " particular disposition " is not a superiority but an OTil, 
** an evil hopeless in my case." M6rim6e at times has almost 
the wish to belieTe. " I often think of God and the other world, 
sometimes with hope, sometimes with doubt. The existence of 
God seems to me Tery probable, and I find nothing objection- 
able in the beginning of the Gospel according to St. John. As 
for the other world, I cannot help considering it as an inven- 
tion of our human yanity." * 

But he noTer went beyond a velleity ; his critical sense was 
too strong, his lack of mysticism too radical. If oyer he belieyed 
he would remain within the limits of orthodox Voltairianism, 
like his friend B^ranger, for instance : he might accept " natural 
religion," so-called, but on the question of the "positiye re- 
ligions " he would remain uncompromising. Without any pro- 
vocation, with due gravity, he could not but tell his correspondent 
that he considered Catholic theology full of Pagan superstitions, 
the history of the Catholic Church bloodstained, its present 
policy dangerously narrow and bigoted. He remained "anti- 
clerical " to the last. 

Was he ever tempted, as a compromise, to join the Protestant 
Church ? M^m6e's wiU, dated May SOth, 1869, stated : " I 
desire that a Lutheran minister be called to my funeral." His 
desire was respected. The minister, Bev. Napoleon Boussel, in 
an aggressive speech, claimed the dead man for his Church. 
This unexpected posthumous conversion, even at that tragic 
time, created a scandal. M6rim6e a PtotestantI It seemed 
almost like a supreme prank of the great mystifier. He had 
expressed his admiration for St. Paul ; he had confessed that 
family prayers in a Scottish home moved him deeply. On the 
other hand, much as he disliked Catholic monks, he declared he 
loved clergymen even less. They had given him a poor lunch 
in gorgeous surroundings — ^unpardonable offence ! No man had 
ever less of the true IVotestant spirit than MSrimde. He never 
was converted, and we must find some other explanation for his 
strange request. 

* Bmmedu Dmmp Mondes^ omiT., p. 888. 
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We mast repeat that the traditional hold of Catholicism on 
the French people was still so strong that many avowed Vol- 
tairians dared not many or die without the ceremonies of the 
Ghnroh. ''Civil'* boris^Sy being comparatively few, attracted 
great attention, and assumed the significance of an anti-clerical 
demonstration. Such was the case with Sainte-Beave's funeral 
in Octoberi 1869. Merimee was an Academician, a Senator, a 
friend of the Empress, as well as a professed unbeliever. He 
naturally expected that his death would not pass unnoticed ; he 
could hardly foresee the terrible events which were to crowd in 
the next fifteen months. An anti-clerical demonstration on his 
grave would easily turn into a manifestation of hostility against 
the Government he supported, and particularly against the 
sovereign he loved. He did not wish to be given a posthumous 
triumph by a party which he hated almost as much as he hated 
the Church, the revolutionary Democrats, the fiiends of Baspail, 
Hugo, Garibaldi. '' The Jesuits or the Bousingots ? " he once 
said. The alternative was painful. The only loophole was a non- 
Catholic religious service, which would give no advantage to 
either party. 

Merimee was also probably influenced by his desire not 
to grieve some intimate friends, and especially two elderly 
English ladies with whom for several years he spent the 
winter at Cannes, on the Riviera. But, apart from such 
considerations, he had long before expressed his wish not 
to depart this earth without some sort of a farewell ceremony. 
When his friend Mrs. Childe died, he wrote : ** There 
was, I believe, a service in her own home, but no one was 
invited. That was painful to me. I have on this subject 
Pagan ideas. Have you ever read Homer? For the Greek 
heroes it was a great sorrow to die without being mourned for, 
without being buried. For myself, I would like a cere- 
mony. . . ."* Merimee thus remained a Pagan to the end, 
even in his Protestant burial. But the young cynic, so proud of 
his being unbaptized, is far less attractive and human than the 
old Senator longing for sympathy round his grave. 

At his worst, self-satisfied, scoffing doubt ; at his best, grave, 

* Bevue d$s Deux Mandes, ozzxiv., p. 12 (1666). 
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reasoned, chastened doubt. Shall we find in him nothing but 
negation? He was a scholar, and beUeved in the critical 
method, but it can hardly be said that he belieyed in science. 
He saw its limits too close at hand ; he thought that we are but 
gathering pebbles by the seashore. In science he took no 
interest except in exact, minute facts. He lacked that power of 
sympathy and imagination which transmutes versification into 
poetry, erudition into science, morality into religion. With all 
his learning, his application, his literary gifts, he was unable to 
write a real book of history. He had no fieiith in any political or 
social moyement. He was neither a Royalist nor a Republican, 
and hardly a Bonapartist. ** Man delights me not, nor woman 
neither," he would repeatedly quote.* He had no great love for 
his kind. His times seemed particularly mean and stupid to 
him. This uniTersal contempt was one of his most unpleasant 
traits. The man who dismisses Victor Hugo with the epithet 
" fool," and would not have read Salammbo had any other book 
been at hand, if it were only La Cummire Bawrgeoise — such a 
critic may be very learned, dear-sighted, and witty, but his field 
of vision is singularly narrow. 

M6rim6e lived without hope, without illusion, and yet not 
without fear. With all his irony and cynical pose, he loved 
his Mends and his country more dearly than he cared to confess. 
The regime which he supported, the very society he moved in, 
the philosophical ideas, the literary forms he preferred, all that 
imparted to his life some charm or some interest, was threatened 
with destruction. He foresaw, without dreaming it was so near, 
the catastrophe which was to overtake his sovereign and his 
country. So his irony has not the triumphant ring which makes 
Voltaire's wholesome after allf neither has his scepticism the 
tolerant, comfortable quality of Montaigne's, who considered 
''idleness and incuriosity a very soft pillow for a well-made 
head." There is an anecdote in Voltaire's Correspondence that 
M6rim6e was fond of quoting : ** Harlequin was falling from the 
fifth story of a building. As he went whiszing by, some one on 
the third floor asked him, * How do you like it ? ' 'All right, so 
fiur,' he answered, ' if only it would last ! ' " A moment's fiedl, then 

* LeUre$ d ime Ineotmue, ii. 846 ; Betme det Dmw MotuUa, cxzxiy., p. 18. 
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annihilation : snoh was Merim^e's conception of life. Without 
illusions, but elegant and ironical to the last, he continued the 
race of the noblemen who, in 1793, made epigrams on the steps 
of the scaffold. His wit has no cheer, his pessimism no 
grandeor. Despair smirking in Court dress is not an elevat- 
ing spectacle. He was a spiritual nihilist, but not on the 
heroic scale — tin Eccligiaste de salon, too keen and too sincere 
to be despised, but too MtoIous to be pitied. 



The spirit of Voltaire, as we haye attempted to show, offers 
two aspects. On one side, it means fearless intellectual honesty 
and militant loTe of mankind ; on the other, common sense as 
the sole test of eyerything, and, as a result, scoffing scepticism, 
spiritual inanity, self-stultification under a thin Teneer of wit. 
Unfortunately for Voltaire, whose heroic services deserved a 
better reward, it is with this second meaning that the word 
" Voltairianism " is generally used. 

Superstition, intolerance, priestcraft, are great evils in them- 
selves; and against such Voltairianism is a fonnidable engine 
of war. But there may be such a thing as too efficient a 
weapon. We are the poorer by the total destruction of those 
we combat: the ideal victory consists not in the annihilation, 
but in the assimilation of one's former foes. Had Voltairianism 
been able to breathe into the old religion a new spirit of freedom 
and humanity, or to catch from it some of its moral efficacy and 
mystic depth, the French Reformation of the eighteenth century 
would have been as beneficial as the German Reformation of the 
sixteenth. Unfortunately, the conflict between Catholicism and 
Voltairianism was not one that could be compromised. The 
fanaticism of common sense is incompatible with the fanaticism 
of authority and tradition. Even when we feel that many of 
Voltaire's victims deserved their fate, we cannot help regretting 
the undignified method of their overthrow — ^unworthy alike of 
their past glory and of their victor's noble purpose. We fear 
that no doctrine, no ideal, however lofty, could stand the test 
of this pitiless and irrefutable criticism. Whatever may have 
been the intentions of its chief exponent, Voltairianism has 
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proved indiflorimmately destractiye. The soul that has once 
accepted it is not only laid waste, but for ever embittered, 
snllied, and shrunken. Fortunately men are seldom consistent 
in their attitade of mind ; for unchecked Voltairianism, starting 
innocently enough with the praise of common sense, leads no- 
whither bat to the uniyersal and incurable cynicism of Merimte. 



CHAPTER n 

BOMANTIO HX7MANITABIANISM 

1. Formation of Romantie Humanitarianism (before 1848). 

BoMANTioiBM, as a recognised school in French literature, 
died in the early forties, after two decades of splendour. At 
the moment when its leaders were at last reaping academic 
honours,; the moTement seemed to be stmck with barrenness. 
The authors seemed exhausted; the public was indifferent or 
hostile. Rachel reviyed the popularity of classical tragedy. 
Ponsard's Lwerece triumphed within a few weeks of the failure 
of Hugo's last drama for the stage, Les Burgraves. And 
when Celestin Nanteuil was asked for three hundred young men 
to defend the unpopular masterpiece as Herrumi had been 
defended, he had to reply, with a melancholy shake of his 
long locks: ''Tell your master that there are no young men 
any more." 

The Romantic school was dead, but not the Romantic spirit. 
Only it had found a new channel — ^politics. Lamartine was the 
moral leader of the opposition to the July monarchy. Hugo 
was a member of the House of Peers, with opinions still uncer- 
tain, but, whether in the form of Bonapartism or of Orleanism, 
leaning towards democracy. Quinet and Michelet, abandoning 
pure history, had turned t^eir professorial chairs at the College 
de France into democratic and anti-clerical tribunes. George 
Sand alternated socialist romances with her sweet tales of 
peasant life in Beny. Yigny's solitary thought was, on a 
different plane, undergoing the same eyolution. Musset almost 
alone was not affected by this transformation, this rejuyenation 
of Romanticism. 

118 
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A radical transfonnation indeed: not a few BomanticistB 
burnt what they had worshipped. Legitimist in 1822, 
Romanticism was democratic in 1848. Its aristocratic indi- 
Tidnalism had changed to Socialism in the widest sense. Its 
loye for the Middle Ages had turned to hostility ; its Catholicism 
was replaced by a vaguely pantheistic humanitarianism. Yet 
under these contradictory manifestations the same spirit pre- 
yailedy unmistakably. 

What is the spirit of Romanticism ? Is it a diseoie, as some 
of its earliest opponents roundly said nearly a century ago, and 
M. Lasserre but yesterday? Is it decadence, as M. Nisard 
believed to his dying day, or the Commune, as Thiers, the arch- 
Philistine, told Remusat at the time of the great insurrection ? 
Is it Christianity opposed to Paganism, the dreamy and melan- 
choly North opposed to the lively and clear-thinking South, 
spontaneity and raciness opposed to the elaborate imitation of 
ancient models? Is it Meduevalism — ^a new Renaissance — a 
return to Nature— the combination of extremes — a fondness for 
the abnormal — Catholicism — Protestantism — a reaction against 
the Revolution — ^the continuation of the Revolution — '' liberalism 
in literature " ? Is it simply, in Hugo's own words, " everything 
within everything " ? Of such definitions there is no end. But 
Romanticism is a historical movement, and the safest way of 
describing it is to compare and contrast it with what preceded 
and followed. 

What the Romanticists objected to in Classicism was the 
excess of abstraction and generality, the lack of a personal and 
spontaneous element. To the Romanticists, their successors — 
the Parnassians in poetry, the Realists in the novel and the 
drama — ^reproached their lack of self-restraint and objective 
calm, their passionate individualism, which made all their works 
the revelation and glorification of Self. The inspiration of the 
Romantic movement was subjective; it spumed the objective 
checks of tradition, common sense, or scientific prudence. And 
this led naturally to the supremacy of imagination in the 
intellectual world, of instinct in the moral, of mysticism in 
the spiritual. 

" A hypertrophy of the Ego," such was French Romanticism 
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from ihe first, in its ancestor Boosseaa as well as in its earliest com- 
plete exponent, GhateanbriancL Hence the exalted pride common 
to all these men, so striking even in the sanest and most reserved 
of them all, Yigny. Hence their spiritnal isolation from the rest 
of a world which they despised ; hence their melancholy, bom of 
that aloofiiess, ooltiTated as a sentimental treasure and as a new 
proof of their saperiority. In politics and in religion, Boyalism 
and Catholicism were but the gorgeous cloaks of their aristocratic 
anarchism. In order to arriye at a comprehensive definition of 
what is known in history as the spirit of 1848, and which we 
take to be Romanticism applied to politics and religion, we must 
endeavour to explain by what inner development, and under 
what influences. Romanticism passed from its first attitude of 
individualism, pessimism, and conservation to its later attitude 
of humanitarianism, optimism, and progress.* 

In such a change, the mere influence of age is undeniable : 
anarchism is a youthful dream, from which reality awakens us. 
But if the lapse of years explains the wane of Romanticism, 
it does not explain its transformation. We understand how a 
shaggy poet of 1880, loud in his declarations of universal revolt 
and hurling defiance at mankind in general, might turn into a 
sober and peaceable citizen and crop his mane into decency 
before it be streaked with grey. But the change in the leading 
Romanticists did not imply any cooling off; most of them were 
as ardently enthusiastic — although in another cause — ^in 1848 
as in 1880. Their temperament remained the same. 

Perhaps the opposition between their two successive doctrines 
is not so radical as it appears at first. The germ of latter-day 

* Hftny pMsagOB in this ohaptor will perhaps aeem to be out of place in a 
itudy of religioii8 thought, ae they refer chiefly to social dootrinea and events. 
It must be borne in mind that the decline of Oatholioism throughout the 
eighteenth and part of the nineteenth centuries had " released,*' to use a 
chemical term, a yast amount of religions feeling which, seeking a support, 
combined with political and social aspirations. Bomantic Democracy not 
only had its religious side, but it was in itself a religion, and a substitute for 
the traditional Ohorches. On the other hand, the apparent recmdeacence 
of Catholicism was greatly due to political causes. There is more Ohzistianity 
as the tenn is generally understood in this country, in the free-thinking 
Socialism of G. Sand than in the orthodoxy of Mgr. Dupanloup. (01 her 
letters to Masitini and Louis Napoleon, Cbrr., iii.) 
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demoKnntic humoiiitarianiBm is foond in the most indiyidiialistio 
and aristoeratio works of the earlier period. Yigny's Moses is 
alone in his glory, prond and melanoholy, but he is a leader 
of the people. The Black Doctor's advice to Stello is '' Alone 
and free, to accomplish one's mission." The notion of leader- 
ship, of a mission, implies an altruistic, a social element. 

How could thoroughgoing indiyidoalists imagine that they 
had a mission? If they delighted in the spontaneous, the 
original, the unique, what could they teach, and whither could 
they lead ? SubjectiTity and relativity are as a rule so closely 
linked together that we can hardly dissociate them in our 
minds : personal inspiration is only of personal value. Yet for 
the Romanticists the first term did not imply the second. They 
scorned objectiTe limitations, authorities, methods ; they wanted 
to follow naught but the dictates of their own hearts; they 
craved for singularity, and not seldom sought the abnormal; 
they had a keen sense, which the pseudo-classicists lacked, of 
life's complexity, at least of the varieties of its external manifes- 
tations. They ought naturally to have come to the conclusion 
that truth was relative. But, on the contrary, they did not doubt 
that they could reach, in their independent way, conclusions 
of universal value. Influenced by the Catholic tradition, by 
classical rationalism and its belief in natural laws, they took 
it for granted that the poet's subjective inspiration was of 
objective import. The poet sees intuitively what others, later, 
demonstrate scientifically. He is a seer, a prophet, and there- 
fore a leader — a leader of thought, and through thought a 
leader of men. 

Thus the French Bomanticists considered themselves as the 
priests of the Ideal. Such a pretension may seem extravagant ; 
yet it gave strength and purpose to their lives, and saved them 
from mere Byronic despair. They thought they could move the 
world: such faith was not so absurd then as it may appear 
to some modem critics. The glorification of Bousseau and 
Voltaire at the end of the eighteenth century was still in every- 
body's memory: here were two men, of mediocre, or even 
humble, origin, who, by the sheer power of their genius, were 
supposed to have shaken the most ancient monarchy in Europe, 
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and Chrisidanity itself. The hann these e^il prophets had done, 
oonld not other prophets repair ? Was not Chateaubriand the 
co-restorer of the Church and a king-maker ? The formidable 
shock of the French BcTolution, the fiGtbulous rise of Napoleon, 
led men to belieye that their wildest dreams might come true. 
Thus French Romanticism, the cult of the Ego, far from aToid- 
ing the burning problems of the times, asserted itself as a 
militant influence. Subjectiye in its inspiration, it became 
social in its manifestations. Needless to say that the miision of 
the poets rested on an illusion. The leaders were led, the 
prophets were echoes, and the revelation they found in their 
hearts had been imparted long before to politicians and journal- 
ists. But the illusion as a rule was sincere, so sincere that it 
could stand the shock of repeated conyersions on the part of the 
prophets. Whatever they believed, they believed intensely; 
they ascended more than one Sinai, returning with several 
conflicting Laws : but tiieir faith in their inspiration remained 
unshaken. 

It is true that with all their early affectation of aloofiiess they 
loved popularity, and their desire for applause facilitated, if it 
did not determine, some of their changes. But this is only a 
small aspect of the truth : on the whole, these men were not 
flatterers and time-servers. Especially under the Second 
Empire, their independence is beyond doubt : all of them were 
in opposition — ^an opposition not merely to a regime, but to a 
clearly expressed and overwhelming verdict of public opinion ; 
some of them spent eighteen years in exile. In the choice of a 
creed — ^political or religious — they were guided neither by reason 
nor by interest, but by imagination and sentiment. 

And this leads us to a graver charge against the Romanticists 
as leaders of thought: sentiment, especially in authors, wUl 
easily turn to sentimentalism. When emotion is enjoyed for its 
own sake, life becomes a sort of comedy, half-consciously played 
by the poet for the world and for himself. This element was 
strong in Chateaubriand, at all stages of his career, and in all 
his brood after him. We may fully recognise the justice and 
strength of this accusation without dismissing Romantic thought 
as deficient in seriousness. Even in the case of the worst 
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offender in that line, Chateaabriand, there was eamestnj 
mingled with his make-belieye. The BomanticistB chosei 
creed because of the feelings it aroused in them, and theW 
feelings they enjoyed to the full: bat their emotions were 
genuine all the same, and, as a rule, noble and inspiring. For 
these poets, a gush of sentiment was a reason ; common sense 
and justice must yield to sympathy, admiration, pity ; lore is a 
law unto itself ; faith is justified by its own fervour : all this is 
delusiye and dangerous, no doubt; yet it has ever been the 
foundation of fiEuth. And unless one accept a historical 
reyelation, the only altematiye to emotional religion is 
Voltairianism. 

At first, Legitimism linked with Catholicism appealed to the 
Bomanticists. No wonder: Revolution and Empire were still 
discredited by their excesses and fiulure ; the only other choice 
was shallow Liberalism, coupled with shallower Voltairianism, 
and expressed in insipid pseudo-classical literature. Compared 
with these mummies of an enlightened age^ reaction had the 
fireshness of youth combined with the majesty of centuries. It 
opened a splendid backward vista, and called forth loyalty, 
heroism, all the knightly virtues. Soon, however, our noble 
poets realised that Louis XVIIL was not St. Louis, nor 
Charles X. Charlemagne. Their imagination had carried them 
back to fieinciful medieval times; but the restored sovereigns 
were men of the eighteenth century, who had learnt nothing and 
forgotten nothing. Old, unheroic kings, who had never fought 
for their own cause, nor even encouraged their champions ; 
a Constitution imported from England; a humiliating peace, 
unbroken save by the inglorious war in Spain : this was enough 
to breed disenchantment. There are already signs of such a 
feeling in Vigny's Trofppute (1822) and in his Cinq-Mars 
(1826). Chateaubriand himself, before the Revolution of 1880, 
had lost fiiith in the Government of his own making. The 
restoration was but the shadow of the old regime, and that 
regime itself, with its centralisation and its army of middle- 
class officials, had little in common with the feudalism of 
their dreams. 

It must be borne in mind that Catholicism seemed indissolubly 
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linked with legiidmism ; that the BomanticiBts had oome to their 
religions faith at the same time and for the same reasons as to 
their political allegiance; and that their gradual estrangement 
from the old Ghorch was parallel with their estrangement firom 
the old monarchy. The Berolation of 1880 helped them to 
realise the change which had taken place in their hearts. For 
another decade, their imagination will linger fondly on medi»val 
lore : but tiiey are more and more absorbed in thoughts of the 
present. They are still lovers of the past ; they no longer are 
what Ballanche called de Maistre, " prophets of the past." 

Had democracy triumphed in 1830, instead of being kept back 
for eighteen years by the Orleanist compromise, the Roman- 
ticists wonld probably haye combated it. They had a dear 
notion of the people's power ; they had no great fiuth as yet in 
the people's ability to use their power aright. ''Vox populi, yox 
Dei " was not yet their cardinal dogma. In Hemani, Victor Hugo 
spoke eloquently of the people as '* an ocean — dark, unfathom- 
able, uncontrollable," with religions dread rather than with 
confidence and Ioto. In SteUo^ Vigny condemned democracy as 
well as monarchy, absolute or constitutional. Three lines of 
thought led them from this state of indifference to one of active 
sympathy : patriotism, the rise of the social problem, the free 
Christianity of Lamennais. 

The national feeling is by no means exclusively democratic : 
it was strong among the Romanticists before the Revolution of 
1880. But it happened that in France the Bourbons were held 
to be the creatures and the tools of the Holy Alliance, whilst 
Louis-Philippe adhered consistently to his policy of non- 
intervention and peace at any price. Monarchy thus seemed to 
mean national abasement, whilst the Republic and the Empire 
stood for glory and the natural frontiers. This patriotic spirit 
had not the brutality and the selfishness of Chauvinism or 
Jingoism : it had a higher ideal than national aggrandisement. 
With undeniable good frdth, the French made a distinction 
between their own victories, their own conquests, which were the 
triumph of civilisation and progress, and the victories of the 
Allies — ^the triumph of reaction. This was not wholly an 
illusion ; or if it was, it was shared by the liberal element 
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among their very enemies. Their patriotiBmy although 
aggreBsiTe, was ennobled by its connections with the uniyersal 
principles of 1789. If war was desired, it was as a crasade, 
and annexation to France was thonght to mean redemption fiN>m 
tyranny. All oppressed nations straggling for their indepen- 
dence had the warmest sympathy of the French patriots — Greece 
first of all, from 1820 to 1880 ; then Belgimn, Ireland, Italy ; 
later Hongary, and especially Poland. Bassia and Austria 
were at the same time the representatives of conservatism in 
Europe and the worst oppressors of suffering nationalities : thus 
the two conceptions of liberty — national freedom from a foreign 
yoke, political freedom from an autocratic government — ^became 
more and more closely associated. Patriotism, democracy, 
international brotherhood were united in a generous and mystic 
synthesis. 

The second element in Bomantic Humanitarianism was 
Socialism in its widest sense, a feeling of love and pity for the 
most numerous and poorest class, a desire to help them out of 
their ignorance and misery. The social problem, such as we 
understand it, was practically unknown in France before 1830. 
Its rise was due to changing economic conditions, to the first 
developments of modem industry and capitalism, and to the 
growth of the democratic spirit. The crisis which attended the 
Bevolution of 1880 caused the first labour insurrection at Lyons, 
with its threatening motto : '' To live working or to die fighting." 
This created a deep impression. France became aware of the 
presence within her borders of a class, a whole people, driven to 
despair by economic oppression. The sympathy which the 
Bomanticists extended so freely to all victims and to all rebels, 
whether individuals, classes, or nations, never was enlisted in a 
worthier cause. Here were apparent injustice and undeserved 
suffering; love and help were needed. Hearts were moved, 
imaginations set on fire. The explanations offered by political 
economists seemed sordid and cruelly insufficient. On the 
contrary, the Saint-Simonians, with their strange mixture of 
industrialism, mysticism, and fraternity, appealed to them; 
even Fourier, obscure and childish though he is, had his share 
of influence. As for Leroux and Beynaud, they were so closely 
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connected with Romanticism that no serions history of the moTe- 
ment can afford to ignore them. Yet, interested as they were 
in social problems, the Romanticists did not nnreser?edly accept 
the YSLgae, Utopian schemes propounded in their days onder the 
name of Socialism. Lamennais and Lamartine even denounced 
the whole system as too materialistic. Their sympathy with the 
tendency remained imaginatiye and sentimental. 

A third element in the religion of the Romanticists was the 
Christian tradition. All of them lost their fieiith in Catholicism 
in the first few years of Lonis-Philippe's reign.* Yet with their 
mystic and sentimental tendencies they could not return to the 
cold^ onimaginatiye materialism of the eighteenth centory nor be 
satisfied with the Hegelianised Voltairianism of the Edecticists. 
Christian traditions and dogmas had become legends, myths, or 
symbols to them, bat their imagination remained deeply Christian. 
Lamennais, for many years a priest and a power in the Chnrch, 
with the spirituality of a Breton and the sombre violence of a 
reyolutionisty wrote his Words of a Believer immediately after 
his condemnation; in this wonderfol and inspired pastiche t 
he stmck the note which all Romanticists were more or less to 
re-echo. Like a Hebrew prophet, he denounced the oppressors 
of the people, the kings, the priests, the callous rich. He 
clothed democracy and free-thought in the magnificence and 
earnestness of Biblical language. 

Not the style alone was Christian : the teachings of Jesus, 
freely interpreted, freely applied to contemporary problems, 
were still the dominant influence : a spirit of love, eyen in its 
denunciations; of faith, even in the hours of suffering. Jesus 
was no longer the theological entity worshipped according to 
rites, in churches of wood and stone, by salaried priests — ^but 
the Master, the Friend of the poor, the Lover of justice, the 
Redresser of wrongs — ^and, in boldly modem terms, the Eling 
of democrats, the Messiah of Humanitarianism. 

But the other Democrats and Romanticists had not been 

* Gf. Muflaet'B " Je ne crois pliu, b OhiistI en ta puole lainte"; "^gny, 
Journal d'tm P<ate. 

t The application of Apocalyptio style to modem problems wae already 
Btrikiiigly erampliflfld in Vigny's Paris (1881). 
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BO thoroughly Christianised as Lamennais ; while adopting his 
langaagOy they gaye it a more symbolical yalae. In their 
struggle against the Chnrch, the Homanitarians fooght side 
by side with men yeiy different from themselyes, bat eyen 
more anti-clerical| the Voltairians and the Eclecticists. * 
Without adopting their scoffing attitude, or their shallow and 
heterogeneons philosophy, they could not but feel their influence. 
Without becoming anti-Christians, they extended the notions 
of inspiration and Messianism, hitherto the monopoly of the 
Christian tradition, to all the great and good men who were 
** the Fathers of human thought." And, reyerting perhaps to 
the Jewish conception of a chosen people, or continuing the 
Catholic tradition still accepted by de Maistre — Oesta Dei per 
Francos — ^they applied to France many of the Messianic attri- 
butes, as the Christians had applied to Jesus the passages 
referring to the ideal Israel in the prophets. France had a 
mission, a gospel, the ** Rights of Man," through which she 
would redeem the world. She was '' a Christ among nations," 
and Paris was the new Jerusalem, t Thus were patriotism, 
democracy, and the Christian ideal of brotherhood, service, 
and sacrifice combined into one faith. 

But patriotism, the loye and serrice of France as the modem 
Messiah, was not a final term : the success of the mission — 
all nations delivered through the Bights of Man — implied the 
absorption of the deliverer herself into the rest of the enfran- 
chised fitmily. Universal brotherhood was the end. Then the 
whole of mankind, equal and free, would be conscious of its 
Divine essence : for the Incarnate Word of God, figured 
eminently in Christ Jesus and other Messiahs, yet is no 
individual man, race, or nation, but the collective Being of 
whom all are members. Humanity, t 

The humanitarian faith therefore stood for the unity of 
the race : within the nation (liberty, equality, fraternity 

* E.g., in 1844 : Goadn, ViUenuhin, Llbri, O^nin, the ConsUUUionnel on 
iha ona hftnd ; LamennaiB, George Sand, Miohelet, Qninet on the other. 

t Afl stated before, these ideas were accepted by a number of foreigners, 
even for a while by the great mocker, Heine. Cf. Bngli$ehg FragmenU, 

I Of. Lamartine, Ode d M. de Qenoude, RecueUUmenU : "Le Verbe est 
hii humanity" — almost a metaphysical pun. 
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among dtizeiiB) ; throughout the world Oiberiy, eqtudity, 
fraternity among nations) ; and throoghont all generations 
(mystic oneness of Hnmanity). It also stood for Reason, by 
which was meant the growing consciousness of the coUectiTe 
Mind ; and for Progress : Mankind as one Being was like an 
immortal man learning and advancing in spite of obstades 
and partial defeats. But Reason and Progress as nnderstood 
by the Romanticists were very different indeed from what the 
Voltairians meant by the same terms, i.e. " common sense " 
and material improvements. These notions of reason, liberty, 
and progress were not seldom corionsly combined with linger- 
ing traces of the earlier conceptions — mysticism, anthority, 
and the Fall. 

Hnmanitarianism was the main element in the religion of 
the Romanticists. Another, secondary but not negligible, was 
Nature-worship. When they were still individualists and 
Christians, the poets saw in Nature either an extension of 
their personality, a mirror or a foil for their changing moods, 
or "the handiwork of God declaring His gloiy." As their 
spirit became more social and less theistic, they considered 
Nature as one of the manifestations of Universal Life and its 
substratum, and therefore as a revelation of God rather than 
as a creation distinct from Himself. Under Hegelian influences 
— direct in the case of Quinet, through Cousin for the others — 
they reached the conception of "a God triune, at the same 
time God, Nature, and Humanity." The development of 
Romanticism in the direction of pantheistic naturalism is much 
more clearly marked after than before 1848. 

Such was, in its outlines, the religion of the great Roman- 
ticists in the closing years of Louis-Philippe's reign. We 
need hardly say that it never was formulated as a hard and 
fast system.* As a metaphysical effort, it was as vague and 
contradictoiy as all genuine religions. We are aware, not 
only of the differences among Romanticists, but of the incessant 
variations of any one writer, torn between individualism and 
Socialism, between the Fall and progress, between mysticism 
and reason, between orthodoxy and free-thought, between the 

* Best in Lexoux, 2>0 rntMUMMM, 1840 ; GeoEge Bud, ^jpiridioii, 1889. 
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old and the new. Yet the general tendency is nnmistakable : 
the attitude of Lamennafs, Lamartine, Hugo, Vigny, George 
Sandy Michelet, Qninet, on the one hand, and the Saint- 
Simonians, Leronx, Beynaud, even Prondhon, even Gabet, on 
the other, is the same. It had all the elements of a religion 
— fj&ith, hope, and charity. To the outsider, we should say 
the unbelieyer, like Thadceray,* it offered a monstrous com- 
bination of silly Jingoism, demagogy, sentimentalism, with a 
blasphemous transposition of Christian symbols: but scofling 
scepticism provides the surest means of misunderstanding a 
generous moyement. To innumerable young men, a noble 
generation, the last of whom are still with us, it was a living 
fiEuth, with its dreams of beauty, its caU to heroism, unselfish- 
ness, and, if need be, martyrdom. 

2. Michelet. 

February, 1848, saw the ^triumph of Bomantic Humani- 
tarianism: for a few weeks the whole people seemed in tune 
with the great poet, Lamartine, who, by the sheer prestige 
of his generous eloquence, had become their leader. The 
inexperience of the new rulers, the impatience of turbulent 
democrats like Barbds and Blanqui, the immature schemes 
of innumerable Utopian socialists — Considdrant, Cabet, Leroux, 
Proudhon, Louis Blanc, an economic crisis raging all over 
Europe, the hostile attitude of the provinces, which had 
accepted the Parisian revolution with sullen diffidence — all 
this dispelled the dream of an immediate millennium. A 
terrible socialistic insurrection, still fresh in the popular mind 
as ** the Days of June," was suppressed by Cavaignac with 
the brutal energy of a soldier trained in Algerian campaigns. 
Society trembled retrospectively and clamoured for a saviour. 
Idealism was doomed. In December, 1848, Louis-Napoleon 
was elected President of the Bepublic ; in December, 1851, he 
made himself Dictator; in December, 1852, he was crowned 
Emperor of the French. 

Now Louis-Napoleon was himself a Bomantic Humanitarian, 

• PairU SkiUh Book. 
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a dreamer, a Boeialiat, the champion of oppressed 
and a GaBsarean democrat : perhaps he saved more of the i 
of 1848 than any other regime, and especially a conservative 
Bepahlic, conld have done. Bat this was not realised at the 
time. Napoleon was the elect of the Conservatives ; his €!oap 
d'Etat was an act of violence and fraud; Bepnblican leaders 
were imprisoned or exiled; a craving for wealth and Inxnzy 
became the ruling passion of French society. Thus all those 
who had hailed with joy the pure dawn of the Second Republic 
considered themselves, under the Second Empire, as defeated, 
disowned, spiritually exiled. Lamennais, in some respect the 
master of them all, a prophet twice fedlen, spent the short 
remainder of his life in obscurity, until that cold and misty 
day in March, 1864, when, amid an immense and sombre 
crowd, between threatening lines of soldiers, his body was 
carried, unchurched, to the nameless grave of the poor. 
Lamartine dragged his chain until 1869. Infinitely sad was 
the long martyrdom of this man — ^the growing solitude, the 
jeers or the indifference of the new generation, the drudgery, 
the sordid daily battle with poverty. Never was '' Vie Yictis ! " 
repeated with more pitiless insistence. George Sand, too, 
suffered deeply: but she issued from the ordeal chastened, 
yet unconquered. Her faith turned into a strong, .quiet, 
patient meliorism, unshaken by the spectacle or the pri>spect 
of temporaiy reactions, no longer made feverish by the hope 
of a new heaven and a new earth close at hand. And in the 
uneventful tenor of her life after the storms of her romantic 
career were over, her gentle personality revealed itself in all its 
beauty — ^with her modesty, her simplicity, the sanity of her 
mind, the kindness of her heart, and that peace which is a 
reward and a lesson. Quinet, like George Sand, grew inwardly 
as a result of his party's defeat: his vague hnmanitrfjrianism 
deepened into an almost puritanical religion of conscience. We 
should like to dwell on the trials of these noble souls, who, in 
spite of many weaknesses, were faithful servants of the ideal ; 
we should like to linger a while with their friends, often 
their inspirers, Jean Reynaud and his Earth and Heaven^ 
Leroux and his Beach of Samarez^ Barrault and his ChrUt, 
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EnfjGmtin and his Eternal Life, and, among the younger 
generation, Eng^e Pelletan. But the evolution of Romantic 
Hnmanitarianism will be clear enough if we limit our study 
to the greatest representatiyeB of the school, Michelet and 
Victor Hugo. 

The names of Quinet and Michelet are inseparable. The two 
men were united by fifty years of " heroic friendship." Their 
starting-point was the same : in 1827 Quinet translated Herder 
and Michelet Yico, and these philosophies of history perma- 
nently influenced their thought, gave them their living faith in 
human progress. Both were ardent democrats, both free- 
thinking mystics. In the name of progress, democracy, 
free-thought, and religion, both declared war on Roman 
Catholicism, turned the old CoU^e de France into a church 
of the new Reformation, and published jointly their lessons 
on — or against — The Jeeuite (1848). Both were deprived 
of their professorships by the Napoleonic reaction, and the 
present Republic honours them both, with Victor Hugo, as 
its prophets, its sponsors, and its spiritual leaders. 

We have already studied Edgar Quinet, the Huguenot without 
a creed. No school, no Church can claim the mobile, ardent, 
and tender soul of Michelet. He ignored or despised abstrac- 
tions, formulflB, dogmas: he was all life and love. "Other 
[historians]," he said, ''were more brilliant, more judicious, 
more profound: I loved more." Individuals, nations, nature, 
were alike alive to him. They lived again in him ; his soul 
would thrill at the recital of their sufferings or of their 
happiness ; he lived again in them : he lent them his passions, 
his aspirations. Every one of his books was a ''resurrection," 
or an interpretation, of life. Of every one could be said what 
he wrote on the front page of The People : " This is myself." 

Thus Michelet, perhaps the most subjective of aU 
Romanticists, was at the same time the least egotistic. 
His personality was ever present, but ever in the form of 
unselfish sympathy. He was not infected with Chateaubriand's 
melancholy, because he knew neither the gloom of moral isola- 
tion nor, like Vigny, "the burden of greatness." Fully 
conscious of his own powers, free from shrinking self-diffidence, 
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he was yet, like George Sand, without pretence and without 
vanity. This simplicity of heart, a rare virtae among writers 
in oar sophisticated age, saved him from the first danger that 
menaces whoever bases his philosophy on love : sentim^italism* 
So sincere was he, so tme of soul, that in his thousand pages 
of lyric effusions there are many which are bizarre, excessive, 
disconcerting, even ridiculous; tiiere is not one that is down- 
right mawkish and unmanly. 

The second danger which threatens too loving a soul is 
quietism^ repose in God, a kind of mystic optimism that kills 
energy. Michelet was bom in poverty, and rose in life through 
superhuman efforts on his parents' part and on his own. He 
was a son of the Revolution and saw the Great Empire.* Thus 
his own experience and that of his country taught him to believe 
in the necessity and the virtue of effort. The first characteristic 
of religion, in his mind, was that faith which prompts to action. 
''Will and Power are one. Whoever wiUi^ strongly, con- 
tinuously, and in spite of everything, conquers every obstacle." t 
His religion was not contemplative, beatific, but militant. 

Love has a third danger : its arbitrariness. Love is bound by 
no law ; it effaces the distinction between good and evil ; it ruins 
justice. Romanticism, at a certain period of its development, 
seemed disposed to sacrifice everything to the rights of passion : 
now, for Michelet, the ideals of justice and love were inseparable. 
Justice was the supreme crown of love, and love the flower of 
justice. In this puzzling, incomplete world of ours, apparent 
conflicts between the two are not impossible : in such a case, 
Michelet would unhesitatingly take the side of justice. If he 
admired the Revolution it was for its ** profoundly pacific, kindly, 
humane spirit," no doubt, I but chiefly because it was the ** advent 
of law, the resurrection of Right, the reaction of Justice." § 
The same criterion wiU be applied to Christianity : ** [The ques- 
tion is] to know whether the dogma of Grace and Salvation 
through Christ, the only basis of Christianity, can be reconciled 
with Justice ; to know whether this dogma is juit^ and will 
stand." And as Reason is but the way to Truth, and Justice 
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but Trath in action, Michelet worshipped ''at the altar of 
Bight and Truth and eternal Reason, which has . . . not lost 
one stone." * " Identical in all ages, on the firm foundation of 
Nature and history, Eternal Justice shines." t 

The religion, not of love alone, but of justice and truth in the 
spirit of love, and of activity for the siJ^e of justice, such was 
Michelet's faith. The centre, the foundation of it was Ic 
foyeTf the hearth, a sacred and tender word which '' home " does 
not fully render. " The hearth is the stone upon which the City 
is builded." I It must be pure, austere, united : war to any 
system or individual that would attempt to divide or weaken it ! 
There the first lessons of work and sacrifice must be learnt ; there 
must reign harmoniously the two principles, justice and love, em- 
bodied in the father and the mother. Michelet was a man of the 
people, like Yeuillot and Proudhon : it is significant that all three, 
so radically different in many other respects, had the same uncom- 
promising devotion to the family altar. This devotion is evident 
evexywhere in Michelet's life and writings. It was the origin, it 
remains the saving grace, of his strange books UAnumr (Love), 
La Femme (Woman), so often condemned equally by Gallic 
levity and Saxon prudishness. It was the basis of his treatise 
on education, Nos FUs (Our Sons). On the sanctity of marriage, 
the integrity of the home, the Catholic journalist, the socialist 
polemist, the Romantic historian were as intractable as any old 
Roman or any Puritan. 

The city is but a larger family, whose service requires the 
same virtues. First of all it must be united, not by outward 
compulsion, but in the bonds of love. And France in the nine- 
teenth centuiy was not united. ''Our boasted unity," said 
Michelet, " is superficial. The cultured few and the illiterate 
populace have little in common." To bridge the chasm between 
the classes and the masses was Michelet's constant preoccupation. 
Himself bom among the poor, he knew them well, and loved 
them, for their patience under hardships which he had shared to 
the full, and for their pure ideal of brotherly assistance. To his 
students, sons of the bouigeoisie, he preached the duty of going 
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to the people, simply, fraternally. He felt that eyen the best 
intentioned writers — ^himself as well as the rest — ^had left the 
people spiritually unfed and unclothed. As the highest fonction 
of the " foyer " is to edooate the child, the highest function of the 
State is to educate the people. "What is the first part of 
politics ? Education. And ^e second ? Education. And the 
third? Education ." Just because he was himself of humble 
origin, his aspirations for the social betterment of the lower 
classes were sane, moderate, and at the same time idealistic : it 
is bourgeois politicians, not the working men themselyes, who 
formulate in the name of the people Utopian demands. Michelet 
was not blind to the present limitations of the poor, and he knew 
that it was not bread alone they were craring for, but truth, jus- 
tice, and love.* 

The home of this immense family is France : patriotism is 
with Michelet as with the Ancients an essential part of religion. 
He loved France passionately, in the harmonious diversity of her 
provinces, in her tragic and glorious past, in her generous aspira- 
tions, in her living personality. In him the historian, the 
patriot, and the prophet were inseparable. On the question ot 
patriotism, as on that of the feunily, he accepted no compromise. 
'' Another religion," he said, " the humanitarian dream of phflo- 
sophy, which believes that it can save the individual by destroying 
the citizen, by denying the right of the Nation, by denouncing the 
Fatherland, that other religion, too, I have sacrificed. The 
Fatherland, my Fatherland, alone can save the world." 

Yet, ardent patriot though he was, and opposed to inter- 
nationalism, Michelet was not indifierent to other countries. He 
hailed, in 1848, '' the eagle of Poland, which has so often bled for 
us, the tricolour of Italy — ^Italia mater — ^the red, black, and gold 
of Germany, my beloved Germany." All nations are persons, 
like France, sisters to be respected, and helped, and loved. All 
will sit some day at the universal banquet of peace. It is true he 
hated England as much as he loved Germany : he shared the 
popular prejudices of the men of his generation, who could not 
forget Waterloo and St. Helena; England represented in his 
eyes materialistic strength and national selfishness. On the 
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whole he was, like Hugo, Qtiinet, Lamartiney a humanitarian 
patriot. 

** My country alone can save the worid." Michelet believed in 
the mission of France. ** For the last two centuries, one may 
say that the tme Pope was France ; authority lies here, under 
one form or another ; here is the centre of Europe, through 
Louis XIY.y Montesquieu, Voltaire, and Rousseau, through the 
Constituent Assembly, the Code and Napoleon ; all other 
nations are eccentric." France in the eighteenth oentury 
formulated the creed of the modem world, and the Bevolution 
undertook its practical application. 

In the worship of the Bevolution, all the tendencies of 
Michdet's thought united — ^love and justice, patriotism and 
humanitarianism. The Bevolution was for him the incarnation 
of the French spirit: ''France and Bevolution are henceforth 
synonymous." It was truly a religion : it had all the char- 
acters of one. ''The Bevolution, some one said [Quinet?] 
ought to have placed itself under the banner of Luther or Calvin. 
I answer : this would have been an abdication. The Bevolution 
adopted no Church. Why? Because it was itself a church." * "It 
created the fidth that accomplishes miracles, or rather for which 
there are no miracles, so simple do the most superhuman tasks 
appear. As agape, as communion, nothing in this world was 
ever comparable to the enthusiasm of the federations in 1790. 
Sacrifice in its absolute, its infinite grandeur, the surrender of self 
without holding back anything, was seen in its most sublime form 
in the enthusiasm of 1792 : a sacred war on behalf of peace, 
and for the fireedom of the world." t Whenever Michelet spoke 
of the Bevolution, it was in tones of fervour and awe : " What 
am I," he said, with the mystic self-abasement of a monk before 
the Cross, "what am I that I should be allowed to relate 
these scenes ? " The Bevolution is divine, nay, it is Gk>d : 
" • • • Justice, the new Ood, whose war-name here below is the 
Bevolution." I The book which contains these words appeared 
in 1869, after twenty years of materialistic and sceptical 
reaction had taught France to jeer at her own past ; Michelet 
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had spent Beven years in a dose study of his idol, yet his fidth 
was unshaken. 

The £Eunily; the people; the nation, France; mankind, as 
the great family of families ; the Beyolution, as the highest 
expression of France and mankind in the service of justice and 
truth : such were the objects of Michelet's adoration. To this 
list, should we add Nature ? During the Second Empire, the 
great historian ventured into a new field, and wrote his delight- 
ful medleys of science, poetry, sentiment, fiuitasy» The Bird 
(1856), The Insect (1857), The Sea (1861), The Mountain 
(1868). Sick, body and soul, after the triumph of reaction; 
depriyed of his professorship, of that contact with young men 
which had always been such an inspiration to him ; exhausted 
by his great effort in writing the history of the Bevolution, he 
sought peace, oblivion, and firesh courage in the heart of 
nature. He was no doubt influenced also by the immense pro- 
gress of natural sciences in the middle of the century. But 
Michelet was not strictiy a nature-worshipper, a naturalistic 
pantheist. What strikes him most in nature is neither the 
spectacle of its beauty, as in the case of the other Romanticists, 
nor the idea of inflexible law, as with the Positivists. Natural 
history, like human history, was for him a ** psychomachy," a 
drama of souls. His anthropomorphic imagination saw the 
love, the straggles, the sufferings of animals, and perhaps even 
of the elements. He insisted on the relations of nature to man 
— ^the possibility of a state of harmony rather than of war 
between the higher and the lower creation, the usefulness of 
our humble Mends and fellow-workers, birds and insects, of our 
great doctors, mountain and sea. These books of the new 
St. Francis, full of delicate observations and accurate de- 
scriptions, are yet, first of all, sermons and lyrical poems. 
Michelet remained even in his nature studies tiie apostie of 
effort and Ioyo. 

Beyond and within nature and mankind, God ; (3t)d, as the 
supreme realisation of justice and love, " the universal soul of 
the worlds, who is but Truth and Justice, impartial and 
immutable Love." * Michelet was no metaphysician and no 
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theologian. Philosophers are not certain whether his concep- 
tion of God as both immanent and transcendent should be 
caUed spiritnalism or pantheism. Let them dispute : his Ood 
was the liying Otoi, and a losing Father. 

Justice and love — ^righteousness and charity : is not that the 
whole of Christianity? Michelet, when a child, read with 
emotion the Imitation of Christ ; he was the reverse of a cold 
rationalist, of an iconoclast ; he had the true historical spirit of 
respectful sympathy for the past; he had ''faith in faith and 
the loye of loYe." He should have been an excellent Christian. 
Tet firom 1848 to his death he was an irreducible adversary of 
historical and organised Christianity. Not only, at a time when 
State education was attacked with unscrupulous violence, did he 
deliver and publish, in self-defence, denunciatory curses against 
the priests and the Jesuits, but in March, 1848, when all was still 
hope and trust, when Catholics and socialists firatemised, he, 
the apostle of national reconciliation, was almost alone in sound- 
ing a note of diffidence and warning.* 

There are three things in a religion : the Church, the 
doctrine, the spirit. The Church, in France, was the Roman 
Catholic. Now, this Church, in Michelet's mind, was opposed 
to his dearest objects of worship — ^the hearth, the Bevolution. 
The hearth : the priest, bound to celibacy, to an unnatural ideal 
of absolute chastity, scorned £unily life, if not as unholy, at 
least as inferior, and was a stranger to the most legitimate and 
ennobling affections. The fi&ther should be a priest at the 
altar of his own fireside, and be united with his family in truest 
soul-communion ; but the Catholic intruder, through confession, 
robbed him of his wife's spiritual allegiance, turned her against 
him, divided that which God had united, t The Bevolution : the 
Church had unequivocally sided with autocracy ; since the con- 
demnation of Lamennais, no doubt was possible : the Church was 
the centre of all reaction, of the counter-revolution, t And in 
the very spirit of love the Church was deficient : rich, powerful, 
ambitious, rebellious wherever it could not be tyrannical, it had 
become hard, materialistic. It was in the name of religion, of 
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charity, of the ideal that Michelet, like Qoinet, George Sand, 
Victor Hugo, revolted against Borne. 

Michelet drew splendid portraits of Lather and Calvin* 
Luther, especially, so natural, so popular, active, sincere, 
merry, and tender, won his heart. But, different in this respect 
from Quinet, he never was in active sympathy with Protestant- 
ism. The rival influences of Catholicism and eighteenth-oentory 
philosophy, which fought for dominion in his soul, were so strong 
that he could not escape from one without falling under the 
other. The Protestants were in close touch with England, which 
he hated; he could not hear the stiffiiess, the coldness, the 
reactionary spirit of their hest-known representative, Ghiizot. 
An orthodox reformation, possible in the sixteenth century, was 
out of the question in the nineteenth. Therefore Catholicism stood 
as the sole representative of Christianity, and Michdet's hostility 
was extended from clericalism to theology. Monarchical and 
Christian idolatry, injustice, arbitrariness, favour, grace, all, he 
thought, were lii^ed together ; he detested them all equally.* 

Christianity and the Bevolution agreed on the sentiment of 
human brotherhood, but the Bevolution founded this sentiment 
" on mutual duty, on right, and justice," Christianity on " a 
doubtful historical conception, the common fidl through Adam, 
the salvation of all through Christ." Ghrace, original sin, the 
small number of the elect, eternal punishment, shocked Michelet's 
sense of justice and love. In his eyes, Christian theology was 
irreligious. On all points he had a substitute for its doctrines. 
To the creation in seven days he opposed continuous creation, 
which excluded miracles, but not evolution ; to the Fall, his fidth 
in moral progress, in the slow ascent of man through unending 
efforts ; to the condemnation of nature by the medisaval Church 
(Babelais's Antiphyiia), the rehabilitation of all legitimate joy, 
the Greek ideal of life, " a heroic smile " ; to the exdunve 
Judeo-Christian revelation, the universal revelation, of which 
each people writes a chapter, each great poet a verse, '' the Bible 
of Mankind." 

Michelet, in his earlier writings, had paid frdl tribute to the 
Christian ideal. Under the Second Empire, his radical anti- 

• Noi Fiii, 294. 



ROMANTIC HUMANTTARIANISM 139 

pathy to the Church made him more sensitiye to the exoeBses, 
the contradictions^ the obacnrities, which, in his eyes, dimmed 
or marred the Divine character of the Bible. The aspiration to 
more justice and love, the glorification of sacrifice, were not 
specifically Christian, but eternal and universal. The Hebrew 
revelation, *' beautiful and unsafe, even as Night," should not be 
deemed unique and exclusive. '' Mankind pours incessantly its 
soul into a common Bible. Every great people wrote its verse 
therein."* Primitive India gave us the family in its natural 
purity, in its incomparable grandeur, which no later age could 
surpass ; Persia, a lesson of heroic labour ; Greece, the greatest 
of all arts, the art of making men. The hearth, work, educa- 
tion : these we owe to the three great civilisations, ** a trinity of 
light and life, the main current of human thought." The 
Egyptians, the Phoenicians, the Jews were " the lesser half of 
mankind, the peoples of darkness and death " ; when Home was 
conquered by the East, Syrians and Jews, she declined, and her 
decay made possible " the centuries of terror and gloom," which 
Michelet now hated as much as he once loved them, the Christian 
Middle Ages. 

** Jerusalem can not for ever remain the centre of the world," 
such is the first conclusion of this survey. "Let mankind, free 
in its immensity, go eveiywhere. Let men drink where their 
earliest ancestors drank. With its enormous work, its tasks 
extending in every direction, its titanic needs, mankind must 
have much air, much water, much sky — ^the whole sky I — space 
and light, infinite horizons, the whole earth as promised land, 
and the world for its Jerusalem." t 

Such universal worship cannot be narrowed down to the limits 
of a local and historical organisation ; yet collective adoration, 
a ceremonial, are necessary. Michelet's ideal was the Greek 
festival : games, processions, the drama ; in modem times, the 
*' Federation " in 1790 and 1791. On the 4th of March, 1848, 
took place a celebration in honour of the dead of February. 
With deep joy Michelet witnessed the admirable spectacle ; a 
whole nation, pure, enthusiastic, firatemal; the flags of other 
nations side by side with the French tricolour. But the Govem- 
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ment had the unfortunate inspiration of holding the ceremony at 
La Madeleine (St. Magdalen's Ghnrch) : ** I did not go up. I 
had my ohnrch there, the great church of heaven. I held my 
celehration alone, under the sky, within my heart, saddened, 
however, at the spectacle of France shrinking in order to enter 
the little tomb."* ** We must turn about quickly, firankly turn 
our back on the Middle Ages, on that morbid past, which, even 
when it does not act, has a terrible influence, through the con- 
tagion of death. We must neither combat nor criticise, but 
forget. Let us forget and progress." I 

But this conclusion is negative, and negation is not Michelet's 
normal attitude of mind. The Bible of Mankind ends with a 
positive confession of faith, the best summary of Michelet's 
religion. ** The hearth is the stone on which the City is builded. 
• • • It must become again what it used to be — an altar. ... In 
the circle by the fireside should be admitted all the heroes of 
mankind, the great Church of justice. ... It is illumined by a 
reflection from the universal soul of the worlds — Truth and Justice, 
impartial and immutable Love. 

'^ It is this strong hearth that this book would help you build, 
or at least begin. It hopes to give you what it so often gave me, 
in the course of this long task, which absorbed me by day and 
woke me in the night : a heart at rest from all earthly trial, grave 
and holy joy, the profound peace of light" I 

Michelet's religious philosophy is not systeimatic ; it can 
neither be classified, discussed, nor refuted. The only original 
and positive point about it, the worship of the Bevolution, cannot 
be fully appreciated by our generation. France was recovering 
from the shock of 1848 when the worse disasters of 1870-71 
befell her ; sixty years of diffidence and discouragement have 
been weighing upon her ; she is no longer in tune with Michelet's 
heroic optimism. She honours him, not as a prophet, but as 
a poet. 

Michelet was too spontaneous, too indiyidual a thinker and 
a writer to have any real disciples. Yet his influence was great. 
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** Those of US whose childhood and early youth were spent during 
the first twelve years of the Second Empire/' wrote Gabriel 
Monod, *^ wiU ever remember the chill and weary gloom which 
oppressed their souls during that sad epoch. Youth, enthusiasm, 
hope, which had filled all hearts before and after 18S0, seemed to 
have gone out for ever. . . . For many, and I was among them, 
the books of Michelet were then a comfort and a cordial. . . . 
With him one gained faith in the future of the country, in spite of 
the sadness of the times. One could not escape the contagion 
of his enthusiasm, of his hopes, of his ever youthful heart." * 
If ever France dares once more to believe in her own destiny, 
Michelet's books, which now irritate or sadden her like a sarcasm 
or a dirge, wiU be again a source of inspiration. 

8. Victor Hugo. 

Victor Hugo's supremacy in French Romanticism is undis- 
puted. He was the recognised leader of the school, as long as 
Bomanticism could be called a school. Even men like Yeuillot, 
Merim6e, Bird, who neither liked his opinions nor esteemed his 
character, were impressed by the bulk, variety, and excellence 
of his literaiy production. A prince among poets, he became 
also the idol of the people : he is the only great writer whose 
name remains a household word ; his funeral was an apotheosis. 
Like Napoleon, he is a part of the heroic legend of France. 

To his literary supremacy and his civic prominence, Hugo 
would fiiin have added the crowning glory of spiritual leadership. 
In the latter part of his career he wrote extensively on religious 
subjects.! The true prophets and priests, according to him, 
were the men of genius, the " Magi," t among whom he felt 
assured of a high place. The study of Hugo's religious thought 
is therefore of commanding interest. 

Unfortunately, even at presenf, it is exceedingly difficult. In 
his lifetime, and for many years after his death, partisanship on 
either side ran so high that a sane appreciation of his opinions 
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was almost hopelesB. Whilst Yeiiillot and his Mends would call 
him " Joorisse a Pathmos/' ** garde national en ddlire " (a 
raving Philistine), the Hugolaterz admired " even his warts/* 
and made at least a demigod of him. In the eighties, his 
position was singular. Still actiTe, ever youthful, he claimed 
his place in the van of progress, whilst his convictions and his 
imagination were those of a bygone generation ; he was at the 
same time an ancestor and a contemporary; France admired 
him with a mixture of amusement and awe. A sharp reaction 
followed the apotheosis of 1885. For ten or fifteen years it was 
the fiishion, even for such a fair and sympathetic critic as M. 
Lanson, to make sport of his apocalyptic pretensions; the 
numerous weaknesses of the ** Magian " were mercilessly ex* 
posed. Benouvier's book on Victor Hugo: the PhUoaopkeTf 
was the sign and the instrument of a new reaction which 
restored the poet to his place among the spiritual lights of 
France. Even yet, this place is not well defined ; Hugo played 
too great a part in recent history, he is too near us and at the 
same time too different from us, to be properly appreciated. 

A second difficulty is that Yictor Hugo's opinions changed 
repeatedly in the course of his long career. '' I have grown,'* 
he used to say, as an explanation for these transformations. 
True; but his development was not strictly rectilinear. Old 
beliefs would, unexpectedly, incongruously, reappear amid a 
set of new ideas. The enrichment of Victor Hugo's philo- 
sophical experience was less in the nature of a growth than 
of a collection. 

This may be partly explained by the attitude he assumed 
towards his times ; he aspired to voice aU the great tendencies 
of his century; his ''crystal soul was placed by God in the 
centre of everything as a sonorous echo." He was, in the 
most exalted sense, the Poet-Laureate of France — a very 
legitimate and noble conception of his r61e. Unfortunately, 
this glorious part is a dangerous one. It leads to a certain 
subserviency to public opinion — so plainly visible in Tennyson 
— to the easy adoption of popular catchwords, and, all too 
often, to rank flattery of the powers that be — t.e., in nineteenth- 
century France, of the populace. Now we must be careful not 
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to oyer-emphasiBe this element in Victor Hogo. He loved popu- 
larity, no doubt; he ooltiyated it, with a sense of effectiye 
advertising that would have done credit to Barnum himself; 
he was not averse to a kind of theatrical eloquence and pose. 
English readers cannot help thinking that in his admiration 
for the Revolution, in his love for France and Paris, in his 
advocacy of democratic and social reforms, in his hostility to 
the Catholic Church, he was partly moved by the desire of 
flattering popular prejudices. But he shared these prejudices, 
if such they be, in all sincerity and to the fullest extent. In 
spite of his nobiliary pretensions, he was a man of the people, 
in natural sympathy with the aspirations, aversions, and en- 
thusiasms of the people. Those who call him a time-server 
should remember that when he abandoned his party — ^the 
Moderates — ^in the Legislative Assembly (1849), that party 
was strongly entrenched in power; that in his opposition to 
the Empire he was with Quinet, the uncompromising champion 
of the rights of conscience against material success ; that in 
1871 he deliberately jeopardised his immense popularity by 
pleading the cause of the vanquished Communards, whom he had 
blamed before they were conquered. Vanity and self-seeking 
exist in Victor Hugo, but they do not explain all his career. 
We have to admit that as a thinker he was frequently neither 
spontaneous nor absolutely disinterested. With him, more than 
with any other writer, it is necessary to distinguish the three 
currents alluded to by Matthew Arnold: — 

*< Below the sorteoe itream, shaUow and light, 
Of what we aoy we leel; below the stream 
As light, of what we ikMc we feel, there flows 
With noiseless current, strong, obsooie, and deep, 
The oentral stream of what we feel indeed." 

What Victor Hugo said and thought he felt, during the period 
we are studying, could be defined as orthodox Romantic Humani- 
tarianism, with a touch of new-fimgled science-worship. Victor 
Hugo had come to a full and open profession of these ideas later 
than most of the other great Bomanticists. During the last 
three years of Louis-Philippe's reign, whilst Lamennais and 
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Lamartine, Michelet and Qninet were in active opposition to 
the Government, and had become the moral leaders of demo- 
cracy, Victor Hago was sitting in the Chamber of Peers ; whilst 
Lamartine and his friends conquered power in Febmary, 1848, 
and lost it in June, Victor Hugo remained in the backgromid ; 
when he was, at complementary elections, sent to the Con- 
stitaent Assembly, it was as a Moderate. His paper, UEvhu* 
ment, supported the presidential candidacy of Lonis-Napoleon, 
the nominee of all the Conservatiyes, against Cavaignac, Ledm- 
RoUin, Baspail, and Lamartine. In the Legislative Assembly 
he voted with the Bight until the latter part of 1849, when he 
became at last a Republican. It is true that, from this moment 
on, his evolution was extremely rapid; in a few months he 
passed from Moderate Liberalism to Radicalism, Anti-clericalism, 
and even a vague form of Socialism. But the suddenness of his 
conversion was not due to caprice, spite, or ambition. More or 
less consciously, all the elements of his new faith had existed 
in him for perhaps twenty years. He had supported the July 
Monarchy, but as a power of popular origin, and he considered 
himself a child of the Revolution and the Empire. He had not 
openly broken with the Church ; but his conception of Christ- 
ianity had long been that of Lamennais.* He had not made 
profession of Socialism, but his Humanitarianism had assumed 
other forms — ^pity for all victims, for the poor, for the fallen 
woman, for the prisoner; earnest and successfrd appeals in 
favour of men sentenced to death, whether they be common 
murderers or Revolutionists (Barbds). He, too, believed in the 
mission of France, and in his eyes the chief agent, the very 
incarnation of this mission, was Napoleon, *' Napoleon, the god 
whose priest thou shalt be." In diort, what Victor Hugo did 
in 1849 was merely to put his political and religious allegiance, 
as well as his vocabulary, in harmony with his long-established 
tendencies. 

His resistance to the Coup d'Etat, which remains one ef the 
most creditable pages in his history, his irreconcilable opposition 

* CI. hlB speech in praise of Pius EL, the then demooratio Pontifl, House 
ol Peers, January, 1848 : it contains the genn of the long uiti««leriQiil lattio 
published in 1878, L« Pops. 
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to the Empire, the pablioation of Le$ Chdtimentt^ gave him 
within the democratic ranks a supremacy that no one conld 
challenge. None of the politicians, Ledm-Rollin, Gamier- 
Pages, Baspail, not even Lonis Blanc, was a great man ; besides, 
they were all disqualified by their failure in 1848 and further 
weakened by their dissensions. Lamartine was old, distrusted, 
disheartened, driyen to hack-work by the pressure of poverty. 
Quinet, whose principles and attitude were similar to Hugo's, 
was less prominent in the political field and vastly inferior in 
literary genius ; he possessed neither Hugo's absolute self- 
confidence nor his Napoleonic gift of self-advertisement. In 
his island home* Hugo felt himself to be the High Priest of 
Romantic Humanitarianism. 

In this quality, during the eighteen years of his exile, he 
expressed magnificently and dogmatically, t in prose and in 
verse, the orthodox beliefs of his sect. Liberty, equality, 
firatemity, reason, progress, science, the people, the Revolution ; 
the primacy of France, a missionaiy nation, the elder sister of 
all, the apostle of the Bights of Man ; the sacred character of 
Paris, the capital and the beacon-light of the world, Sparta, 
Athens, Rome, and Jerusalem combined; the future brother- 
hood of all peoples in the Universal Republic after all powers of 
darkness, priests, kings, and emperors have finally been exor- 
cised ; the eternal reign of peace, reason, and love — such was 
his Credo, such were his constant themes, t These were noble 
ideab, no doubt, even though they lacked precision and con- 
sistency and took for granted a highly questionable view of 

* Jenej^ later Qrnsmaey. 

t Victor Hugo oonaidered himialf bo oompletelj m » reoogniMd Bpirittiftl 
power, the Pope of Free-Thought, that he addreeeed repeated oommnnicationB 
to States and nationB (the United States, Italj, Spain), very mnoh in the 
nature of proolamationB or enoycUcal letters. 

{ On aU these points Hugo's Tehemence was .his only originality, and even 
in this he had been antioipated by Lamennais; the Word$ of a BeUever 
are written in the same tone as Les ChdUmmUi and parts of the L^^end. 
Hugo insisted more than any one else on ** the saoerdooe of Paris "—of. Ports, 
Preface to ParU Ovide, 1867, published separately with a few other pieoes on 
the same subject, Hetiel edition ; but there are many evidences of the same 
feeling in G. Sand and Hiohelet about ISiS and as far back m 1881 in 
^gny'B <«<Uvation," Paris. 

10 
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modem history. They were nobly eqnresaed, too» in spite of 
the riotous use of endless ennmerations and violent antitheses. 
Some of Viefcur Hugo's best known poems * belong to this order. 
Yety fine as these poems and speeches may be and mnch as 
they may have contributed to Hugo's fame with his oontem- 
porarieSy they count for little in the spiritual history of France, 
of Romanticism, and even of the poet himself; for, although not 
insincere, they are not original. Hugo was playing in earnest 
his part as a '' sonorous echo " ; he was the orator rather than 
the prophet of democracy — an orator audibly prompted from 
below; unconsciously he was a general of the same kind as 
Ledru-BoUin, who said apologetically, ''I must follow my 
troops, since I am their leader." 

Victor Hugo found it difficult at times to follow them where 
they wanted to be led. The hardening, lowering, materialising 
influences which were at work throughout the world did not 
spare the Democrats and fi^e-thinkers. The disaster of 1848 
still rankled in their minds ; the apparent success of brutal force 
was a demoralising example ; the aggressiveness, the intolerance 
of the Church party led to angry retorts and excessive counter- 
affirmations. The new generation of Democrats were apt to 
distrust the unpractical idealism of their elders, whom they 
called irreverently **les vieiUes barbUf** and, instead of neo- 
Christianity, they adopted pseudo-scientific materialism as their 
creed. Hugo went very far in his abuse of Catholicism and the 
clergy, very far in his praises of the new idol Science, of which 
he never formed a very clear idea* But, be it said to his great 
credit, there were limits beyond which he would not go. In 
spite of all his psBans in fovour of the new spirit, he steadily 
refused to accept any form of materialism. Liberty, respon- 
sibility, immortality, the existence of God, remained essential 
parts of his philosophy. In the age of Comte, Littr6, and Taine 
he remained fiuthful to the Vicaire Savoyard and M. Cousin. 
He fought shy of Darwinism, an act of intellectual timidity 
which bespoke great moral courage. On this point, and perhaps 
on this point alone, he deliberately courted the accusation of 
being old-foshioned. 

* SUUa, Lux, Temps fulurSt wdotu iubUmB I 
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We mart insiBt on his attitude towards science, which was 
that of all the Bomantioists. He wrote so many hymns to 
" the great deUverer/' to schools which were to take the place 
of chnrches and make prisons useless, to investigators who 
were the true heroes and the true priests, that popular opinion, 
taking him at his word, counted him, with Taine, Benan, 
Littr6, Berthelot, among the prophets of science. In this 
again he was naught but an echo. Besides, science was 
supposed to be the political aUy of democracy, since the Church 
had made the irretrieTable mistake of treatbig it with scorn or 
diffidence. When the Democrats were abandoned by Demos in 
1848 and in 1861, they came to the natural conclusion that 
Demos needed to be enlightened ; ignorance alone had kept him 
in the bonds of the past. For all these reasons Hugo added 
Science to his Pantheon, already well stocked with heterogeneous 
idols. How much he understood of the scientific spirit may 
be gauged by a typical piece, France et dme (", France and 
soul ") : *^ I tiiought," he said in a single sentence of fifty-seven 
lines, a fine instance of his power of rhetorical amplification — 
** I thought that the French Bevolution was sufficient proof of 
the immortality of the soul, 

'* And when a grsTe Ens1i«hinftii» correct, weU-dreeaed, wearing fine linen,* 
TellB me, * God made thee a man and I make thee a monkey, 
Now show thysell worthy of each a favour,' 
This promotion leaves me mueing.*' 

'* Danton wrestling with Europe " may be sabUme, and in the 
sixties or the seventies Hugo had a perfect right to consider 
Darwinism as an unproved hypothesis, but to adduce the one 
as an argument againrt the other is sheer Bomanticism, which 
for mort scientists is euphemistic for '' nonsense." t 

* " Bean linge," one of the most flagrant and onBaooesBfal chetfiUsa (padding 
for the lake of the rhyme ; here for rhyming with ttn^) in Victor Hngo. 

t Indeed, we might even aay that there rone through Hugo's production 
an underoozrent of hostility to science, which became more apparent as he 
grew older: (1) a keen sense of the limitations of science, incapable of inspir- 
ing a philosophy, and, great as it is, inferior to art (cf . WllUam Shakeapeare) 
and to virtue (Lm QrmtdM Lois, L4gtnd$ dea 8iScies, 2nd series) ; (2) 
Boeptioltm: endless oontradictions of scientists among themselves {L'Ane) ; 
(8) Hyitieism : the imagination of poets, an aot of charity on the part of the 
humblest animal, go deeper into the seoiet of Qod than aU learning {Le 
Crapaud^. 
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Victor Hugo, the Pope of Free-thought and Democracy, wag 
neither ridionloiui not contemptible, eren though he was admired 
by readers of i> Slide. Bat his philosophy was, if not second- 
hand, at least ready-made. The tme Hngo mast be soaght 
elsewhere. 

For Victor Hago was also the ''weird Titan," the ''oload- 
weayer of phantasmal hopes and fears," to whom Tennyson paid 
such a noble tribate. When we pass into this other region of 
his genins, we find the same admirable art, and also, alas ! the 
same excessiye rhetoric : but the spirit is entirely different. The 
robust optimism which shone even in invectiyes and burst forth 
in triumphant prophecies has yanished, and with it the taint of 
Philistinism. The general effect is powerful, strange, and 
gloomy. 

Powerful, but disconcerting. Hugo's philosophical poems ^ 
resemble his drawings — ^rays of lurid light shooting across 
Cimmerian darkness, half-reyealing yague and monstrous forms, 
grimacing, impossible, yet strangely aUye. Most readers prefer 
the broad daylight of popular Humanitarianism, commonplace 
but safe, or even the good old-fashioned Catholic religiosity of 
his earlier writings. The general public found these weird 
creations difficult, monotonous, oppressiye. The philosophers 
ignored them as arbitrary and inconsistent. 

We are not concerned here with their literary yalue : it must 
be granted at least that they embody an almost unique effort in 
French poetiy, and that to fiEul in wrestling with the unutterable 
may be as glorious as to sing exquisitely Sarah the Bather or 
eyerlastingly to call Napoleon HI. Tiberius. What is their 
spiritual import? Such is the only question before us. 

The answer greatly depends on the author's own attitude. 
Was he an artist playing with ideas as he had played with 
rhymes and colours, or a prophet with a new reyelation? 
Neither. He constantly referred to himself as the " Dreamer," 
and the word defines him admirably. He aspired to be more 

* Contemplatians, Vlih Book : On the veiga o! the infinite ; Legend of tk$ 
O^H^uriM: Viiion, The Titan, The Epic of the Worm, The Satyr, The 
Trumpet of Judgment, Abyss, fto. ; God; The End of Saian; BeUgiam <md 
BeUgion; The Supreme PUy ; The Pope; The Ats ; Aa 
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than an artiBt : tntth, not beauty alone, was his aim. He was 
not a thinker : he despised the slow and nnoertain process of 
logical reasoning. He was not, in any strict sense, a seer and a 
prophet : his visions, however vivid, were consciously subjective. 
He kept full control of his imagination, riotously fecund though 
it was. He never mistook his own creations for direct communi- 
cations from powers unseen. The ** Spirits," the ** Voices," 
the *' Shapes," so often found in his later writings, are mani- 
festly literary devices. Yet he is always ** on the brink of the 
infinite," striving to attune his human words to the ineffable. 
The result is a ba£9ing compound of art and sincerity, of con- 
sciousness and hallucination : a day-dream, in which the poet 
gives free career to his fancy, but never forgets he is dreaming : 
subconscious actor, half-wakefhl spectator of a drama played in 
his own soul. 

This attitude is purely romantic: it is the triumph of 
individual sentiment and &ncy over authority, tradition, and 
reason. But it is Bomanticism at his highest and best : for it 
is individualism applied where it is most legitimate — the contem- 
plation of the great Beyond ; and it is free from the damning 
delusion of Bomanticism — ^the confusion between the true and 
the SBstheticaUy pleasing. From the intellectual and the moral 
points of view, such neglected books as The End of Satan and 
Ood are vastly superior to Chateaubriand's Spirit of 
Christianity. 

The result of such a method cannot be a consistent and clear- 
cut system. Hugo offered on almost every point a choice of 
solutions, which he adopted successively, according to his 
varying moods. Nay, he would offer them at the same time, 
and insist on their contradiction, taking pleasure and pride in 
their incompatibility. Antithesis was from the first his 
favourite figure of rhetoric; contrast was his ^'formula" in 
drama and romance; contradiction the veiy essence of his 
thought. After 1850, what had seemed merely an effective but 
overdone literary trick became, if not strictly a system, at least 
a constant habit of mind. Perhaps it would not be impossible 
to trace in this development the influence of Hegelianism. Not 
directly, of course: Victor Hugo was incapable of the patient 



150 FRENCH PROPHETS OP YESTERDAY 

effort which such a study requires. Bat before 1848 * Prondhon 
had used a similar method and staggered the world with his 
paradoxical and antithetic formnlsB: Gk>d is £yil; Property is 
Theft — ont-HuKoing Hngo and leaving his most violent effecia of 
contrast far behind. The general spread of Hegelian thought t 
weakened the old aversion of the French mind for logical contra* 
dictions : for Voltaire's contemporarieSy contradiction meant 
absurdity; for Benan's, it could mean profundity. Thus the 
resistance which checked Hugo's natural tendencies was partly 
removed. After 1861, the solitude of exile allowed him to 
develop still more freely. So, in his later works, he revelled 
abundantly in *' thesis and antithesis." 

Victor Hugo was a Manichean. He believed in a dual 
principle — Ood and Satan, spirit and matter, darkness and 
light, t The power of evil became more and more real to him : 
the tone of his poetiy grew more and more sombre. Probably 
the origin of this pessimism was in his own heart, so strangely 
compounded of strength and weakness : at the time of his full 
maturity, when all was his, wealth, glory, influence, his lower 
nature was asserting itself in dramatic contrast with the exalted 
purity of his young dreams. § The death of his daughter 
Leopoldine in 1848 further darkened his train of thought. 
Whatever his failings may have been in other respects, he was a 
loving father, and the wound he received then could never be 
healed. Christian resignation inspired his masterpiece, A 
ViUeqvier, but he could not help being haunted by the great 
problem which this death had set before him : '* To whom do 
we belong then? Who owns us? Who leads us? ... In 
ancient days, in the depths of heaven, to the eyes of the sombre 
Magian — Two formidable players appeared in tiie gloom — ^Whioh 

* Contradictions Economiquea, 1846. 

t Evidenoe of this spread : Soherer's temons artiole in the Bmme dsa Dma 
Mondes ; Gratry's and Hello's constant struggle against ** modem sophists " — 
the Hegelians. 

{ His last line, on his death-bed : *' O'est ici le combat du Jour et de 
la nuit." 

§ The facts about his "lower nature" are gleefuUy set forth in Bir6: 
Victor Hugo aspriz 18S0. Moral Manicheism : ot Conttmplationi, U. yi^ 11, 
12, 16, 1854-«6. 
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s should we fear, and to which should we pray? Manes, shndder- 

i iug, and the pale Zoroaster — Saw two immense hands moye the 

k stars — On the dark chess-board — Horrible thonghtl Do eyil 

I and good, from this yanlt — Hang oyer onr brows ? God, deliyer 

me from doubt I — Sphinx, tell me the secret ! " * 

Finally, the success of the Coup d'Etat intensified his 
pessimism. The actiye part he had taken in the resistance 
made him feel the blow more keenly than Lamartine, George 
Sand, or Michelet. Political defeat was not the worst : the 
bittomess was to see a ** crime " ratified by the soyereign 
people, to whose cause Victor Hugo had deyoted himself; to 
witness, for many years, the prosperity of this hateful regime ; 
to feel that eyerywhere in Europe reaction was triumphant. 
Yet the Second of December alone would not explain Hugo's 
sombre frame of mind. For if it saddened him, it also gratified 
his pride by giying him a rdle worthy of himself, by redeeming 
him in his own eyes and consecrating his glory before the 
world, t 

To the alternation, or the conflict, or the mixture of pessimism 
and optimism, both apparently systematic and extreme, was 
added another contradiction : that of fatalism and liberty. It 
would indeed be possible to distinguish in Victor Hugo at least 
four distinct and parallel conceptions of human destiny in this 
regard. We haye the fataliatie optimigm of his political 
speeches : " Progress is naught but a phenomenon of grayity, 
who shall hinder it? despots ! I dare you to do it : stop the 
falling stone • . . stop eighty-nine, stop the world hurled by 
God himself into the Light ! " t By its side we haye the 
fatalistic pesrimism of his noyels, and the tragic yiew of nature 
in many of his later poems. All his heroes die in despair. 
'' A triple ananke (&te)," he said, "weighs upon all creation. 
Notre Dame de Parii set forth the ananke of dogma; Leg 
Misirailee^ the ananke of laws ; the ToUere oj the Sea, the 
ananke of Nature." The indifference, the cruelty of nature, 

* yitUqumr, September 4, 1846, OonimnplatUmi, IV. 8. 
t Of. Cont0mplations, V. 8. Borit en 1866. « Je suis content t " VI. S4— 
Bn Irappant k one porte : " Je n'ai rien A la oonacienoe. OuTre, tombeaa t " 
I Actes €i Paroles : Oanbaldi, June 18, 1860. 
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the horror of the nniYerBal struggle for existencei* took a strong 
hold of his imagination : — 



« 



All sailer t Large and BmaU, the bold and the pradent, 

All meet a hunter, a claw, a tooth I . . . 

Everjrwhere the woods are afraid; everywhere the beasts tremble 

With a shudder of anger and terror ; it seems 

To whoever sees oreation from one side only 

That unspeakable hatred fills the firmament. . . /' f 



History is eyen darker than nature. The Legend of the 
Centwriee is a sombre tale of catastrophes, treasons, and crimes. 
The kings are monstrous tyrants ; the people are ignorant and 
cowardly; the jast are ever sacrificed.! Still gloomier is The 
End of Satan : the sword, the cross, the prison, are the symbols 
of all hmnan history. The natural conclusion of pessimistic 
fatalism is moral irresponsibility. Iterance and Night alone 
are guilty. The most unreserved indulgence seems to be 

supreme pity," but it is only justice.§ 



(( 



* This before Darwinism, often made responsible for this pessimistio 
conception of the universal struggle for life, could have any influence upon 
him. It was simply a manifestation of his general pessiznism. 

t Dieu: L'Ange, 189; cf. also Dolor, ConUmplations, VI. 17— The Mouth 
of Darkness, Contemplationa, VI. 26. 7\f%Ur$ of the Sea, second part, iy. : 
2. Ood : the Bat, the Angel. 

t Welf, Coitellan d'Osbor : le poite d Welf. 

§ Fatalistic pessimism and optimism are hard to reconcUe. V. H. 
attempted such a reconciliation in Night Voyage, Cont., VI. 19. This world 
is a ship on which all is horror, ignorance, confusion ; " Progress, a wheel 
with a double gear (?) can set nothing in motion without crushing some one." 
But the ihipf not the crew, knows the way, *' And one feels that one la 
carried towards the light.*' 

Another attempt is the catastrophic theory ; the past is dark, the imme- 
diate future darker. But one last Revolution, one last war, and the world 
will be rid of the enemies of progress — ^kings and priests. This is the 
usual mystico-revolutionary ideal, with a strong Apocalyptic tinge (Arma- 
geddon, Millennium). 

A third is the belief that science wiU cure aU human ills, by a sudden 
discovery which wiU radicaUy transform the world — " the conquest of the 
air," aviation* [Ligende dee SUelee, Plem CM). One faUs to grasp the 
opposition between <* Leviathan *' — ^the Qreat Sastem — as symbol of aU 
the darkness and injustice of the present, and the airship, representing the 
freedom and splendour of the future, for the steamer was also a product of 



n 
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A third conception is naturalisHe pantheism. ThiB, expressed 
as early as 1887 in the lamoas piece The Cow (Voix InUriewe9% 
was reaffirmed in Les ContemplationSy Le9 ChdtimentSf^ and 
inspired in the lAgende den Siecles the wonderfdl poem The 
SatyVy as weU as the Hymn to the Earth in the third series. 
It points neither to hope nor despair, neither to loye nor hatred, 
bat to a serene acceptation of the hiws of nniversal life. It is 
non-moral and fatalistic. 

With a fourth conception, Hugo absolately*breaks away from 
£fttalism, whether optimistic, pessimistic, or indifferent. In the 
Legend, Conscience (Cain), The Parricide (Ejint), and in all his 
works, innumerable passages, either symbols or direct expression 
of his belief, posit Uberty and duty as the laws of hnman life, 
with their coroUaries, responsibility and immortality : ''I want 
to be firee here below, responsible elsewhere — ^I am more than 
a stalk of grass or a grain of sand — I fed I am, for all eternity, 
thinking, winged, living." t 

Bat what form will responsibility assame? Here Victor 
Hago offers as a bewildering choice of solutions. They express 
all possible degrees of conviction, from deeply-rooted belief, 
through hypothesis, myth, passing flight of fancy, to mere 
verbal figares. Sometimes he adopted the Christian tradition 
of a Judgment Day at the end of time (The Trumpet of 
Judgment, lAgende des SHcles) • A fiivonrite conception with him 

hnnum soienoe. We have to aooept two aunxaptioiui, one enoneoiu, the 
other mythioal : (1) Aerial navigation is a victory over gravity. 

** Gravity, fastened to the foot of mankind. 
Was hroken : a ohain whioh was aU the chains." 

{PMn CmQ. (2) Sin, suffering, darkness and graoUy are synonymous. 

<* Qod created only the imponderable being. 
Now, the first sin was the first weight. 
Weight assumed a form ; it fell, dragging the angel down." 

«< Tout alia s'aggravant," almost a metaphysioal pun. This conception offers a 
carious ease of an imsge, reduced for most of us to a verbal and meaningless 
figure, transformed into a doctrine, or rather into a myth, by the powerful 
and primitive imagination of a poet. Note that while evil is gravity, progress 
is also spoken of as a < phenomenon of gravity." 

* Vn. 13 : La Farce des Chotet. 

t Lm Qrandsi Lois, third Legends des SiSelei. 
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was Conscience as the avenger. Admirably ^mbolifled in the 
eye which followed Gain eyen into his tomb (La Conscience), or 
the slow rain of blood on Ennt's shrond (Le Parridde), it 
pervades Les Chdtiments. A stranger doctrine which he 
often expressed in his conyersationsy* before he gave it 
public utterance in Religions and Bdigiont is that of 
optional immortality. Annihilation is the worst punishment; 
personal feeling is to be trusted, whether it affirms or negates 
eternal life : ** Dante wrote two lines, then went out, and the 
two lines spoke to each other: 'I am immortal/ and 'I am 
doomed to perish/ Some one entered : it was Dante himself. 
He kept the first line and struck out the second. . . . One 
died, the other lived : both were right/' t The astral theoty, 
later propounded by Jean Beynaud in Earth and Heaven, 
had already tempted him. We shall wander from star to 
star, " reading the infinite Work and the eternal poem — ^line 
by line, sun by sun." The guilty will be imprisoned in 
Saturn, '* hideous and formidable globe," t or in horrible 
phantom worlds, careering through the "invisible and the 
impalpable." § Lastly, the strangest of all these hypotheses, 
the most personal, and the one on which he insisted most 
complacently, was that of universal metempsychosis, of trans- 
migration, not merely firom man to man or firom man to beast, 
but lower still, firom beast to tree, and firom tree to stone, 
'' which is Hell." Man is one link in the chain which reaches 
firom the angels down to the lower worlds, to the abyss where 
one sees ** a hideous dark sun from which Night radiates." 
The whole universe is alive, fiill of souls. Sin drags us down, 
even to the level of brute matter, " a stone is a cave in which 
a criminal lies dreaming." || " Nimrod groans, confined in the 
abrupt mountain • • . the pincers which glow in the hideous 
brazier — Are made with the Duke of Alva and Philip the 
Second. . . ."IT This conception is so foreign to our modem 

* E.g., to Btapfer in 186a 

t BeUgiona et BeUgiont iv. 

X Satumet Cont., HI. 8, 1839. 

§ In/emit Lig. XXXIL, third series. 

li Qod : The Angel, 908. 

If The MoiUh of Darkness, CmU., VL 961. 
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habits of thought that it is diffioolt to consider it as anything 
bat a brilliant literary theme. Yet it probably meant mnch 
more than that to Victor Hogo. The insistence with which he 
developed it in The Mouth of Darkness^ the immense place he 
gave it in the parts of Ood where he manifestly expressed his 
&voarite ideas, lead ns to think that he more than half believed 
in this strange doctrine. We shonld bear in mind that with 
his rank imagination, his absolute self-confidence, his lack of 
external or internal checks in the way of common sense, 
hnmoor, tradition, or the scientific spirit, Victor Hugo was 
more akin to the primitive Seer than to a modem thinker. 

Manicheism, while it recognises the separate existence of two 
principles, does not necessarily maintain that these two prin- 
ciples are co-eternal. Hngo's sombre poems end invariably in 
a song of hope. Evil will finally be conquered, or rather 
redeemed, transfigured, absorbed. Belial and Jesus will be 
brothers. Matter, darkness, negation, hatred, will vanish ; 
light and love alone will rule.^ How will this be achieved ? 
Through suffering made meritorious, transmuted into sacrifice 
by the operation of liberty. Such is the meaning of the central 
myth in the End of Satan. The last feather firom Lucifer's 
wing, as he fell firom heaven, was saved and turned into an angel, 
Liberty. Liberty is the daughter of God and Satan, of 
rebellion and love. Through her Satan himself will be saved : 
no longer able to deny, to hate, he still despairs : he cannot be 
forgiven, for He whose name is Love hates him ! '' No, the 
archangel rises again, the demon ends ; Satan is dead : be bom 
anew, O celestial Lucifer ! " 

The ultimate question remains: ''What was Hugo's con- 
ception of God?" He did not spare his criticism to all 
anthropomorphic representations of the Absolute. On this 
point, his anti-clericalism and his philosophy were in accord, t 
One thing is certain : God was a living reality to him, and in 
spite of a number of pantheistic passages an unshakable belief 
in the personality of God is manifest in all his writings. Finally, 

• La BoueJm d*Ombre, end, 1865; PMi CM, Dieu : L'Ange. 
t 01 L4gtnds, Ui rauana du Momcniombo; Annia Tmrrible: AVEvigu$ 
qui m'a^pp$lle aihie I BeUgiona et BeUgion. 



156 FRENCH PROPHETS OP YESTERDAY 



he devoted to God — or rather to the idea of Gk>d — a long poem» 
which, written in 1855, was not pnbliahed until 1886.^ 

After listening to ** Voices," which attempt to discourage him 
from his quest, the Dreamer, in his mystic ascent, meets a suc- 
cession of symbolical Beings, each immeasurably above the other, 
each the bearer of a partial revelation. First, the Bat, who re- 
presents Atheism^ and whose answer is : Nthil, Then the Owl, 
who stands for Scepticism, and to the great question replies : 
Quid ? and the Baven, the symbol of Manicheism, whose solu- 
tion is : Duplex. Next comes the Vulture of Paganiim, the 
one who was eating Prometheus's liver until Orpheus bade him 
cease and follow him. The word is : Multiplex ; there are gods, 
'< but the gods are not the causes." In spite of apparent failure, 
Prometheus's task is done. *' The flame is stolen : it is on 
earth — Where?" asks the poet — ^but the Vulture disappears. 
Higher still soars the Eagle: his revelation is: Unus — ^he 
stands for Moaaism, There is one God, avenging, terrible, 
jealous, visiting the sins of mortal man on twenty generations.! 
The spirit of Christianity is a Gbiffin : God is a trinity ; His 
principle is love, forgiveness, clemency. ''No, says the Angel 
with one wing white and the other black, who voices BationdUsm : 
God is Truth. Neither avenging nor clement. He is just; 
to avenge an insult is to notice it and deserve it. To be clement 
is to be unjust for all those who are not forgiven." There is 
no eternal Hell, but eternal progress through suffering, an 
ascent in the whole scale of creation, from infra-matter to super- 
spirit. 1 Highest of all is the living Light, who reveals '' that 
which is still unnamed " — " Vengeance, pardon, juEltice are 
human words. He is. What is He ? Ask no more ! Darkness 
is the question, the world is the answer. He is. He cannot be 

* This long delay in publiahing a pablidy annonneed, fuUy oompleted 
poem, the work of the author's maturity (1866 is the date of many admirable 
piecee in Lei C(mUmpkUions)t cannot be satiBfactorily explained. 

t The exposition of Mosaism, as Hugo oalls it, is ourionsly intermingled 
with Brahmanio elements : this world is a dream of Qod, and will cease to be 
when God awakens. 

X The revelation of the Angel is practically a dnpUcation of ** What the 
Month of Darkness said" {Contemplations), Same central doctrine— ud- 
▼ersal metempsychosis ; same four-rhymed couplets with a lyrical conclusion 
in six-line stanzas i same date. 



ROMANTIC HUMANITARIANISM 157 

named. Loye alone foreshadows Him. For to be is to love. 
He is. Nothing exists bat He abne. All the rest is a dream. 
Light, Light, cries the poet, is this all ? And the Light 
answers : Silence ! . . . Blind is whoeyer thinks he can read, 
and insane whoso belieyes he knows." Then the poet meets 
a Shape, who says: ''What sleeping man can know, then 
knowest. Dost thoa wish to reach the goal, to see the inyisible, 
the unnamed, the ideal, the real ? Yes ! I cried. He touched 
my brow with his finger. And I died." This at last was Day. 

No abstract can oonyey the impression made by this weird and 
powerful poem, the feeling of breathless ascent from the material 
through the spiritual to the yeiy gates of Life. If it does not 
sum up all philosophy, at least it giyes us the essence of Hugo's: 
a passionate quest for the Ultimate Truth, uniyersal curiosity, 
and, as supreme answer, awe-struck silence. 

Is this to be deemed a failure ? If the making of consistent 
systems be religion, Hugo undoubtedly fiailed. We haye con- 
sidered in him the " orator " and the '' poet" The former was 
commonplace; the latter, through numberless and conflicting 
phantasmagorias, ended in a confession of impotence. 

But when all the weaknesses of the man haye been pointed 
out, all the limitations of the poet, all the inconsistencies and 
absurdities of the thinker — his frantic and oyerwhelming 
rhetoric, his ignorance, on which his assumption of omniscience 
threw a glaring light — when all is said, Hugo remains Hugo, 
one of the fiye or six supreme poets of mankind. 

In the religious field he was great in three different ways. 
First of all, as the poet of conscience. He took a hack- 
neyed theme, the stoiy of Gain, and by sheer force of oonyic- 
tion and genius he told it again with the directness and im- 
pressiyeness of an ancient prophet. What La Conscience is 
among his symbolical poems. Ultima Verba is among his 
political, and the oft-quoted line, ** Et s'il n'en reste qu'un, je 
send celui-la," is more than a happy phrase, it is a lesson and 
a ** Sursum Ciorda.*' Hugo made his whole life under the Second 
Empire a slightly rhetorical but magnificent ode to conscience 
and duty. 

Then he is great as the poet of loye» or rather of pity. In 
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songs of selfish passion, great Tirtaoso as he is, he is inferior by 
bx to the sinoerer Mosset. But his heart was ever filled with 
ardent sympathy for the poor, the weak, the snfTerer eyeiy- 
where. Whether in his immense prose epic, Le$ Mi$irabU$, 
or in poemsy perfect like the Toad^ or excessive like SulUm 
Mouradf he preached the same lesson: ''Be kind! Thou 
searchesty philosopher? thinker, ponderest? Dost thou 
wish to find truth onder our accursed mists? Believe, weep, 
lose thyself into the Unfathomable Love ! " (Le Crapaud^. And 
in this again he lived by the law he taught. 

Finally, in a nation which had not yet fully disowned King 
Voltaire, in an age when philosophy and rdLigion had alike 
become materialistic, against the full tide of Positivism and 
Ultramontanism, he was a passionate seeker after Gk>d, and 
with all his contradictions and his exa^erations, he succeeded 
in communicating to his reader something of his own intense 
yearning, something of his shuddering ecstasy before the 
unutterable. 



BOOK UI 
CHAPTER I 

THE NEW 8PIBIT— BAOKQROUND AND INFLUENCES 

1. Characteristics, 

PouncAii reTolntionSy with their sadden and spectaenlar 
changes of personnel and Tocabulaiy, haye no exact counterpart 
in the world of thought and feeling, in which modifications are 
seldom so sweeping and so instantaneous. Yet the transforma- 
tion which took place toward the middle of the nineteenth 
centoiy has often been called an intellectnal rcTolntiony and 
it deserves that name better perhaps than any moyement 
since the Benaissance. 

In the late forties and the early fifties, a new spirit, after 
a long process of deyelopment, came to foil consciousness 
and assomed definite forms, to get away firom abstractions 
and fancies; to torn one's back on mystics, romanticists, 
schoolmen, doctrinaires and metaphysicians of all kinds; to 
seek nothing bat sober trath, whether it be pleasant or un- 
pleasant, moral or in apparent contradiction with accepted 
notions of morality ; to expect truth only firom the dispassionate 
study of fitcts : such were the cardinal points of the new 
doctoine. Empiricism in goTemment, industrialism in the 
economic and social world, realism in art, the experimental 
method in science, positivism — ^in its broadest sense — ^in 
philosophy: aU were parallel manifestations of the same 
tendency. 

In France, the success of the new spirit was rapid and 
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complete. By 1856 the battle was Tirtnally oyer : the ** Theo- 
logians/' whose social power was still formidabley were hope* 
lessly defeated in the field of thought, and have never recoTered 
their advantage. Those of the older writers who were still 
adaptable were strongly influenced by the scientific spirit: 
Michelety Qoinet, George Sand, Victor Hugo, did at least 
lip-service to the new goddess; while de Vigny and Sainte- 
Benve kept folly abreast of the times. With all the leading 
men of the rising generation, the same inspiration prevailed; 
Flanbert and the Gonconrts were its representatives in the 
novel, Dumas and Augier in the drama, Scherer, and e^ecially 
Taine and Benan, the princes of them aU, in criticism, histoiy, 
and philosophy. 

There had been no hick of great scientists in France before 
the second half of the nineteenth century ; but never had their 
special turn of mind and their method ruled the world to such 
a degree. The scientific spirit of the fifties differed in many 
ways firom that of the Renaissance or the eighteenth centuiy. 
First of all, it lacked the element of joyousness, almost of 
intoxication, which is generally inseparable firom any great 
forward movement, and which was so noticeable in the two 
earlier periods. Then it was pervaded with the comparatively 
recent notions of relativity and evolution. Finally it had 
developed the experimental method to such an extent as to 
make it almost the whole of science. 



It is a striking fiEust that, complete as the triumph was, 
no elation went with it: the victors were modest, subdued, 
almost pessimistic. For the movement was not merely one 
of expansion, of conquest; it was a reaction as well, and a 
reaction against much that men hold dear. There was no 
doubt but Romanticism, democratic Christianity, Utopian 
Socialism, were admirably attractive: they appealed to our 
best instincts, the virtues of lEaith, hope, and charity; they 
roused optimism and enthusiasm, they called to action, they 
held forth the mystic lure of a golden age near at hand. They 
ended in apparent fisulure, and a great chill £all over the world. 
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It is not the triumph of sciencOy therefore, bat the collapse 
of Homanitarianism, which was mainly responsible for the 
sombre colouring of French thought under the Second Empire. 
It was not Darwinism, for instance, that created a bmtal and 
pessimistic conception of life ; it was this pre-existing concep- 
tion which interpreted Darwinism in terms of its own disen- 
chantmeni The Days of June, the Coup d'Etat, coTered France 
with moral rains ; these science coold not repair in a moment, 
as poets and prophets rear their dream-palaces with a single 
word. '^Whence — ^whither? Why is there sach an abyss 
between oar lower instincts and oar aspirations? What is 
right, what is wrong ? Why should we choose the one rather 
than the other ? " To these eternal questions, science had 
no definite answer to give. We want, for the past, an explana- 
tion ; for the present, a guide ; for the future, a hope : these 
science could not o£fer. 

Thus, if science did not create the gloom which prevailed 
during that period, it failed to dispel it. Slowly, patiently, 
it continued its work : serene, disinterested, indi£ferent to 
human judgments and human sufferings, it seemed to many 
immoral, firivolous, or harsh. Yet it saved many noble souls 
from selfishness, scepticism, and despair. If science could not 
fathom the ultimate, at least it could indefinitely extend the 
limits of the relatively certain ; if it could promise no millennium 
in the near future, it assured immediate and constant improve- 
ments ; if it could not formulate an indisputable code of moral 
laws, it proved that it could inspire the lives of saints and 
martyrs. Thus gradually the old spirit of confidence was 
returning, chastened but strengthened, when the Franco-German 
War and the Commune determined a new pessimistic reaction.* 

* The pessimistio tone of French literature under Napoleon m. waa 
sometimes asoribed to the influence of Hartmann and especially Schopenhauer. 
As a matter of fact, neither of these men was widely known in France until 
after the war. It was Ghallemel-Lacour's article in La Bevue des Deux 
Mondes {Un Bouddhistel Contemporain en AUsmagne, March 16th, 1870) 
that made Schopenhauer famous in France. Challemel-Lacour was himself 
a thorough pessimist, as well as a great writer : unfortunately, his literary 
career was cut short by politics (cf. Etudes et Biflexioru Sun P«Mtmuts, 
published in 1901, but written between 1S61 and 1869). Mme. Aokermann 
had no difficulty in proving that heir pesBimism at least owed nothing to the 

11 
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The second striking characteristic of the new spirit was the 
predominance of two ideas, relativity and evolution. As long 
as science was conceived on the type of mathematicsi the 
discovery of static laws was its only goal; their application 
to physics, and in particular to astronomy, seemed the highest 
achievement of the human mind ; man had thus the absolute 
within his grasp. The world was the sum of these unchangeable 
laws, hierarchised in such a way that, from generalisation to 
generalisation, some future Newton would come to the ultimate 
synthesis, to the supreme formula which gives the key of the 
whole. The notion of eternal order prevailed : that of develop- 
ment was neglected. As for God, His role was singularly 
restricted : the order fixed once for aU left Him no part in 
His universe. According to Descartes, He had given the ** first 
fillip " that started the machine ; according to Voltaire, He 
was a convenient hypothesis ; according to Laplace, a use- 
less one. 

This scientific dogmatism, centring in the idea of absolute 
law, seems to us more akin to metaphysics and deductive logic 
than to true science: it is a form of Rationalism. It did not 
disappear at the end of the eighteenth century; as late as 
the Second Empire its influence was still great, not pnly on 
Taine, who was primarily a logician, but on the subtle and 
" wavy " mind of Benan. Th^ notion of law remains at least 
an indispensable working hypothesis, and the most radical 
empiricists use it without scruple ; but in the course of the 
nineteenth century this notion underwent a great change ; 
it lost much of its absolute character. 

The first cause of this transformation was the irreparable 
ruin of traditional authority. In attacking ''abuses" and 
''superstitions," the philosophers of the eighteenth century 
started a critical movement which went far beyond their inten- 
tion. It undermined not only Catholic practices and theology, 
but even the simplified form of Christianity which they had 
to offer under the name of Natural Religion. The Catholic 

German philosopher, although, as she Bpenfe a number of jetoi in Berlin, she 
had a better chance than most of her compatriots of being inHnenoed by 
Oerman thought. This is a case when the apparent cause is indeed bat 

a result. 



THE NEW SPIRIT 163 

reaction in the nineteenth century was either sentimental 
or social : intellectually — in the realm of abstract truth — ^the 
lost ground was never reconquered. Cousin and the Eclecticists 
soon reduced their ambition to revamping Voltaire's and 
Bousseau's theism; but, although their doctrine was taught 
in all State schods until the end of the nineteenth century, 
it was laughed out of court by Taine in 1867, and lightly 
brushed aside by Kenan with his best smile of courteous 
contempt. Between the old synthesis and the new there was 
an interregnum, which was naturally filled by scepticism, ever 
ready to take the vacant place. It was not Montaigne's amused, 
easy-going pyrrhonism, but a deeper, more melancholy form 
of doubt Hugo himself, Sainte-Beuve, Taine, Benan, Leconte 
de Lisle, were repeatedly driven to the same conclusion : '' We 
know nothing ; all is illusion." 

The Catholic philosophers — Gratiy, Hello, Dupanloup — and, 
to a certain extent, that semi-cleric Caro, ascribed the develop- 
ment of scepticism to Hegelian influences, and Bcherer, in his 
great article on Hegel, adopted the same view. Hegel is so 
ideally un-French in his mode of exposition that his direct action 
was not considerable. Certainly, what he himself held to be 
the central point of his doctrine — ^the possibility of reconstruct- 
ing the universe by a mental process, the identity of the rational 
with the real — found no acceptance west of the Bhine ; it was 
metaphysics with a vengeance, at a time when metaphysics were 
utterly discredited. His conception of God inspired Yacherot's 
works,* a noble but isolated attempt, and Benan used it to great 
advantage for wriggling out of the dilemma. Theism or Atheism ? 
But it was chiefly Hegel's dialectical method, the resolution of 
contradictions into a higher synthesis, and so ad infinitum^ 
which impressed the French mind. The principle implied in 
this method is that nothing is true or false, nothing is right or 
wrong, in and by itself ; that all human notions and judgments 
are relative ; that the absolute — ^in spite of certain venturesome 
developments of Hegelianism — ^is beyond our reach. This 
view tallied so well with the actual state of affairs — ^the collapse 
of all absolutistic doctrines in presence of destructive criticism — 

* La MiiapkifnguB 0t la Science, 1868. 
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that it found wide acceptance. Some adopted it with a sort of 
stoic joy, others with the unspeakable anguish so eloquently 
described by Scherer. 

An age which belieyes it abready possesses absolute trath, or 
at least that absolate tmth is accessible, can afford to neglect 
histoiy. The nineteenth centniy, so restless, so sceptical, threw 
itself with a sort of passion into the study of the past. Vico, 
Herder, had paved the way. In France, it was one of the 
essential elements of Romanticism. Chateaubriand's Martyrs 
kindled the vocation of Augustin Thierry. Whilst the Classicists 
had insisted on all that is permanent and general, it was differ- 
ences, contradictions, peculiarities, that attracted the Roman- 
ticists. The historical spirit and the notion of relativity worked 
admirably together, for the study of the past shatters dogmatism, 
whilst relativism alone enables us to understand and to sympa- 
thise with vanished civilisations. 

Yet history remained long encumbered with traces of meta- 
physics. ''Philosophies" were devised, to which fiusts were 
made to conform. This was very striking, before 1848, in the 
case of Quinet and Guizot. Sainte-Beuve offered a much better 
example of disinterestedness in his Port RoyaL Renan and Taine 
were loud in their protestations of scientific impartiality. As to 
the validity of their claims there is much to be said, for the old 
notion of rigid law died hard, and more than one " scientific his* 
torian " is but a rationalist in disguise. 

The prevalence of the historical spirit in literature in the 
nineteenth century, especially after 1848, is undoubted : the 
poetry of Leconte de Lisle, the novels of Flaubert,* the whole 
production of Saint-Beuve, Taine, and Renan bear the same 
mark. This was only a continuation of a certain aspect of 
Romanticism, but more thorough and less subjective. 

It was in the study of religions that this historical attitude ot 
mind wrought the greatest revolution. Hitherto the only alter- 
natives had been dogmatic assertion or destructive criticism. 

* MadamA Bovary and L'Education Sentimsntale are writtan ezaotly in 
the same spirit and according to the same method as the " historical resnz- 
rection *' SdlamnM ; ot espeoially the Bcenee of the Bevolution of 1848 in 
L*EdueaUon. 
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The new spirit aimed at supplanting both. Voltairianism, 
without information, without terms of comparison, without in- 
sight or sympathy, appeared friyolous and Yulgar. Strict 
orthodoxy, wilfully blind to the facts of evolution, refusing 
even to discuss the claims of rival orthodoxies, seemed bigoted 
and ignorant. A new way was opened : opened by the Germans 
again,* followed by Quinet, Sainte-Beuve in his Port Royal^ and 
Benan, who, although coming late, made it emphatically his 
own. It was a winding and cautious path, which the hasty- 
minded would spurn ; yet it brought men nearer to their goal, 
faith reconciled with science, freedom with reverence, the 
spiritual autonomy of all harmonised into liberty. 

Finally, we must note the triumph of the experimental 
method : Bacon dethroned Descartes. The natural sciences, 
based on methodical observations rather than on abstract 
reasoning, made wonderful progress. The scientists of the 
Second Empire whose names reached the general public were 
first of all great experimenters, t Claude Bernard called phy- 
siology *' experimental medicine," and in his Introduction to the 
Study of that science, he gave the true Novum Organum of his 
time (1865). Pasteur, who was not yet, in the popular imagina- 
tion, the wizard, the demigod that he was to become, gave a 
practical demonstration of the method in settling, for many 
years to come, the vexed question, partly scientific, partly meta- 
physical, of spontaneous generation. Berthelot, whose intellec- 
tual influence was great, through his friendship with Benan, and 
on account of his own breadth of interests, did his best work in 
chemical synthesis : he was an indefatigable laboratory worker. 

The name of Darwin is so indissolubly linked with the scientific 
revolution of the middle of the nineteenth century, his books 
attracted such wide attention and roused such a heated contro- 
versy, that we are often tempted to over-emphasise his r61e. 

* Unless one considers as a cmde and early attempt in that line Dnpuis's 
Originede Unu les CuUes. Greaser was Qoinet's master ; littr^ translated 
Strauss ; Benan paid many a tribute to Oermany*s superiority in the scien- 
tifio study of religion. The influenoe of Orientol studies, especially with 
Bumouf, should also be mentioned. 

t Excepting he Verrier (1811-77) whose mathematioal '* discovery*' of 
Neptune (1846) made a laeting impression upon the French mind. 
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Whatever the claims of DarwiniBm may be in the field of pare 
BcienciB, its success in the general development of thought was a 
sign of the times, not a starting-point. All the tendencies, the 
habits of mind, which are so often carelessly ascribed to Darwin*a 
influence, the notion of evolution as well as the experimental 
method, were clearly formed in France before Gl^mence Boyer 
translated The Origin of Species in 1862. On the contrary, 
Lyell, whose name has not remained so famous, seems to have 
impressed more deeply men like Benan and Edgar Qninet. 

Historical and natural sciences lent each other a mutual sup- 
port : the former — archeology, philology, comparative mythology 
— provided the notion of growth, which was so firuitfully applied 
to the study of the oiganic and even of the inorganic world ; the 
others taught that absolute adherence to facts which history, 
on account of its long association with philosophy and litera- 
ture, was stiD prone to neglect ; they taught the necessity of 
checking every assertion and hypothesis through experimenta- 
tion ; they demonstrated the vanity of all unnecessary and un- 
provable theorising. The combined influences worked wonders. 
The accuracy and disinterestedness of science became the ideal, 
not only of critics, but of poets as well. Sainte-Beuve's field 
was " Uie natural history of minds " ; Taine was a '' natural- 
ist " ; Zola, whose formation belongs to the last years of the 
Empire, claimed to write '' experimental novels." Needless to 
say that there was much ** literature " — ^fortunately for us — in 
all this pseudo-science. In certain cases, Taine and Leconte de 
Lisle, for instance, some charm was lost — ^the charm of personal 
warmth and spontaneity. But, on the whole, the influence of 
science on French thought and literature was wholesome: it 
provided a much-needed discipline after the orgies of senti- 
mental Bomanticism.^ 

a. Poiitivism : Saint-Simon, Comte, Littri. 
The French philosopher who gave the new spirit its most 
definite formula was Auguste Comte, and in his honour the name 

* It has been said that in the aoientifio spirit there were three elements : 
the rational, the idea of law, was French ; the historical^ the idea of growth 
and evolution, was Oerman (pre-Darwinian) ; the practical^ the experimental 
method was English. 
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PositiYiBm is often adopted to cover the whole movement. But 
we shonld not forget the disciples of Comte's forerunner and 
first master, Saint-Simon. As an organised sect, the Saint- 
Simonians had long ceased to exist. IndividuaUy, they were still 
prominent in many fields, and a curious aspect of what is often 
loosely called Positivism — the religion of material productivity — 
is directly traceable to their infiuence. 

Saint-Simon, who was a failure in practical life and the most 
chaotic of utopists in his writings, had the intuition of two or 
three ideas which remain cardinal points in modem French 
thought. The first was that, after the long and victorious cam- 
paign of destructive criticism in the eighteenth century, the time 
had come to restore, to build up ; the second, that no stable 
society could exist without a spiritual doctrine and a spiritual 
power. So fieur, he seemed to agree with the Beactionists and 
the Theocrats, with de Maistre, Bonald, and Lamennais. But 
he also affirmed that the medieval or Catholic synthesis was out 
of date ; that the world needed a " New Christianity " based on 
the one unshaken foundation, Science ; that in the new world, 
instead of priests and captains of war, we should have scientists 
and captains of industry. Thus science would replace theo- 
logy, industry would replace worship : all for the service, not of 
a metaphysical Being beyond the world, but of that which is 
ourselves and more than ourselves, real and ideal at the same 
time — ^Humanity. 

Industrialism and Hnmanitarianism were thus both contained 
in Saint-Simon's doctrine, if doctrine be the word for the ever- 
shifting pronouncements of a mystic Bohemian. They were 
reconciled in a sort of Socialism which made ** the welfsure of the 
most numerous and poorest class " the first duty of the State, and 
suppressed the right of inheritance, whilst reserving the greatest 
honours for the captains of production. After the extraordinary 
mystic crisis of 1829-82, the school was disrupted. The influence 
of its humanitarian teaching on the Bomanticists could be easily 
traced, especially through Pierre Leronx, and under the Second 
Empire the survivors of the sect, Father Enfflmtin and Barrault 
for instance, still adhered to what may be called '' the religion of 
'48." But the other side of Saint-Simonism, the cult of in- 
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dastry, developed in a more strikiiig maimer. Samt-Simon, in 
this respect, had indeed been a prophet ; for he died in 1825, and 
in France, at that time, indnstry in the modem sense was still in 
its inflEuicy. It was not until the early forties, when France 
at last followed England in railroad construction, that the new 
power fully asserted itself. The Saint-Simonians found them- 
selves immediately in the front rank of industrial leaders; 
they carried into the practical field their religious qualities — 
enthusiasm, generosity, a remarkable loftiness of purpose. 

There is no reason to believe that Napoleon HI. was ever, 
consciously and formally, a Saint-Simonian, but his ideal coin- 
cided with theirs. Industrialism and Socialism combined, such 
was the economic formula of the Second Empire, as, under a 
medisDval mask, it is that of modem Germany. Free Trade was 
a Saint-Simonian principle, and it was a former Saint-Simonian, 
Michel Chevallier, who, through the direct action of the Emperor, 
arranged the commercial treaty of 1860 with England. Railroad 
extension was a dogma with the sect : their Pope, Enfantin, was 
a capable railroad official. The first great steamship line became 
a Saint-Simonian concern. The Suez Canal, in which Napo- 
leon ni. took such interest, had been promoted and surveyed 
by Saint-Simonians. 

It is through Saint-Simonianism that a number of democrats, 
like Gueroult and even Sainte-Benve, were reconciled with the 
Empire. George Sand herself accepted the dogma of productivity 
as a form of Humanitarianism.* Especially among the liberal 
middle class, many ** Progressists '* who professed to be believers 
in science were, first of all, believers in industry. About, the 
brilliant but shallow representative of that class, said : *' I 
am of the religion of Littre." But his book on Progress shows 
that he was rather a Saint-Simonian. 

Unfortunately, the idealism that ennobled the original Saint- 
Simonians, the touch of what their detractors called ''mystic 
mania," did not pass to their followers. The ideal of the *' cap- 
tains of production " did not remain priest-like : it became as 
materialistic and selfish as possible. Industry was not a means 
of social service, but a short cut to wealth and pleasure. ** I see 

• Ot Oon., Iv. 78. 
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the salvation of all at the end of this career opened to nnrestrained 
indiyidaalism/' said George Sand : it took all her indomitable 
meliorism to see so far into the future.'*' 

Yet we must not forget that Saint-Simonianism was, with a 
few men, a sincere and genuine, although insufficient, form of 
religion. There are many at the present day for whom a 
gigantic industrial enterprise means more than a money- 
making proposition : they are the ** mystics of industry," 
and Saint-Simonians in their hearts. The religious capital of 
mankind is not so large that we can afford to despise any part 
of it, even the least pure and the most incomplete. 

From 1818 to 1822, Auguste Gomte was Saint-Simon's disciple 
and assistant. Their collaboration continued, but not so whole- 
heartedly, until 1824 : at that date, Comte, who was a highly 
trained mathematician, could no longer be satisfied with the 
seductive but hazy theories of his erratic master. Henceforth 
he worked independently, and had no connection with the later 
Saint-Simonian school or sect. His private correspondence shows 
that many of his most important ideas were fermenting in his 
mind even before he met Saint-Simon ; but his indebtedness to 
his master is still considerable. The central doctrine of Posi- 
tivism is that of the '' New Christianity " : the world must be 
reorganised, spiritually as well as materially, on a scientific 
basis. 

But whilst Saint-Simon's mind was riotously imaginative, 
Gomte's was essentially systematic, and the two cardinal 
features of his philosophy are classifications : the law of the 
three states and the hierarchisation of sciences. 

The three states are the theological, the metaphysical, and 
the scientific or positive. During the first, man sought to 
explain natural phenomena by the action of Beings, more or less 
similar to himself, endowed at least with personality and will. 
According to the number of these beings, we have fetishism, 
polytheismi or monotheism. When the difficulties of such 

* This oorrespondfl with ono o! the xneaningB of the word ** positiviste " — 
matter of fact, practical, bent on immediate, tangible results. Many objec- 
tions urged against Oomte's Positlyism are true only of de Momy's or 
Schneider's. 
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explanations became apparent, the personality of the goTeming 
beings grew fainter and fainter, ontil, instead of fetishes, spirits 
or gods, men spoke of '' forces " or '* principles." This was bat 
a dematerialised and devitalised form of theology, " a mythology 
of abstractions," and constitated an intermediate state called 
metaphysical. Finally, we are entering upon a new state — ^the 
scientific — in which realities are studied in themselves, without 
any interposition of imaginary influences — persons or abstrac- 
tions. But modem science is still encumbered with metaphysical 
notions, which are only sneaking dogmas. To purify science 
from these anti-scientific elements is our first duty. 

The next step will be to co-ordinate all branches of knowledge 
into an organic whole. Unity is not only a guarantee of truth 
— here we recognise the Frenchman and the Catholic — ^but also 
a condition of progress. Chaotic efforts lead nowhither. The 
order proposed by Comte is at the same time historical, logical, 
and practical. At one end are Mathematics, the first sciences 
to be brought to a high degree of perfection, the simplest in 
their essential elements, the most general in their application. 
At the other stands Sociology, the latest science, since it 
was "invented," or at least baptized, by Auguste Comte him- 
self; the most complex of all, and also the most special in its 
object — social man. In between come Astronomy, Physics, 
Chemistry, Biology. Each science presupposes those that 
precede it in the list, adds something thereto, and limits itself 
to a narrower field. In Comte's words, they are arranged 
" according to the order of increasing complexity and decreasing 
generality." The whole constitutes the framework of a philo- 
sophy and a practical programme of studies. 

Such were Comte's leading ideas in the first part of his 
career (1824-42). The second part is fiur more important 
from the religious point of view. As a normal development of 
his reconstructive principles, and under the influence of his ideal 
passion for Madame Clotilde de Yaux, he apparently reverted to 
Saint-Simonian mysticism, and organised, in all its details, 
** the religion of Humanity." This last phase, however deeply 
interesting in itself, and often misrepresented, is not within the 
scope of the present work. For it was totally without influence 
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on contemporary thought. ** Positiykm," as popularly under- 
stood, was the philosophy of Littr^, and Littre parted company 
with his master jast on account of this late mystico-sentimental 
development. 

The influence of Gomte was considerable : Sainte-Beuye, 
Taine, Benan, the protagonists of French thought under the 
Empire, were Comtists in more ways than one — but without 
knowing it. For the direct and personal authority of the master 
was indeed curiously small, and limited to the little societies 
where his true doctrines .were preserved. Ghiizot, in his 
MemovrSf seems to consider the philosopher as an obscure 
crank. Benan seldom mentions him, and hardly ever without 
ill-disguised aversion. Taine, a Positivist in everything but in 
name, confesses his debt to Stuart MiU, but not to Comte. 
Pasteur wrote to Sainte-Beuve : '' I have read nothing of M. 
Comte, except a Cbw absurd passages" (1865). Sainte-Beuve 
himself, in his enthusiastic notice of Littr6 (1863), seemed to 
consider Littre's adhesion to Comte's system one of the few 
weaknesses of his hero. It was not until the comparatively 
recent studies of Messrs. Levy-Bruhl and G. Dumas that the 
confusion between Littreism and Comtism was at last cleared 
away. 

Littr6 was neither a great philosopher nor a great writer. 
He expresses himself as he thought — clearly, honestly, without 
a spark of genius. Yet the life of this unassuming, undersized, 
ill-favoured scholar ranks high in the free-thinkers' Golden 
Legend t for he was, in the words of Anatole France, '^ the most 
learned and the best of men." *' He was," said Lamartine's 
niece, Madame de Pierreclos, '^a saint who did not believe 
in God." 

He was an agnostic and called himself an atheist. Extremely 
tolerant in his daily relations, he was intellectuaUy blind to 
anything but scientific rationalism. '^ The most assured precept 
of positive philosophy is to abandon all speculations about the 
beginning and the end of things ; these speculations are useless 
since they are hopeless; good enough for the infancy of the 
race, they are unworthy of its maturity." '' The result of 
scientific investigation is that there is, in tiie sequence of things, 
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either in the inorganic or in the organic world, no trace of 
miracle, or of government from above ; any such belief is hence- 
forth, as Laplace said, a useless hypothesis." 

Littre's open profession of materialism and atheism, coming 
from a man of such learning and of sach sterling moral worth, 
seemed in flagrant contradiction with the words of the Psalmist : 
** The fool hath said in his heart : There is no God." Littre 
irritated the Theists, not merely as an opponent, bat as a monster. 
It seemed to them that, in being neither a fool nor a knave, he 
was not playing the game. Their hostility was such that the 
great lexicographer, whose titles to a seat in the Academy were 
incontestable, was kept for ten years from this deserved reward, 
and when he was finally elected, his irreconcilable enemy, Mgr. 
Dupanloup, sent in his own resignation. A new generation has 
come, and Littr6's second-hand philosophy is forgotten. But 
the great scholar, so modest, so thorough, so nsefdl, who did 
alone the work of many men, is still remembered with respect 
" To love, to know, to serve, and, as we advance in life, to cultivate 
the memory of those we have lost, such is the foundation of our 
moral existence and of our lasting happiness." These words, at 
least, contain no negation, and he lived nobly up to his pro- 
gramme : '' To love, to know, to serve." 

8. P.-J. Proudhon. 

** Le blasphtoe dee grands esprits est plus agr6able k Dien qae la prito 
interesste de rhoznme vulgaire ; oar, bien que le blasphtoie r^ponde k one 
vue inoompldte des ohoses, il renferme une pari de protestation jnste, tandis 
que P^goisme ne eontient auoune paroeUe de y^zit^."— Behan, D i alogues 
PhUoaopJnques, Preface, p. xv. 

In the very title of his article on Proudhon (1868), Scherer 
declared Socialism bankrupt. Coming half a century later, we 
know that Socialism was not ruined, as one might have expected, 
but only transformed, by the scientific spirit. Before 1848 it 
had been Utopian, idyllic, optimistic, vaguely Christian, in a 
word Romantic. After that date it became realistic, matter-of- 
fact, '^ scientific," harsh and sombre on the whole, and often 
frankly atheistic. This new phase in its evolution is generally 
connected with the name of Karl Marx. In Franoei where 
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Marxism penetrated but alowly and had no appreciable influence 
on national thought, the chief agent of this transformation, 
which remained incomplete, was a man whom Karl Marx did 
not like, and probably did not understand — P.-J. Proudhon. 

Uncouth, diffuse, chaotic, over subtle, naively sophistical, 
puzzling and provoking for bourgeois and socialist alike, 
Proudhon was none the less a noble soul, a stimulating thinker, 
and an admirable writer* Historians of French literature too 
often pass him by, or dismiss him with a contemptuous paragraph ; 
he cultivated none of the recognised genres, and his innumerable 
publications need thorough sifting and carefdl editing. When 
this is done his place wiU be assured by the side of Yeuillot, 
among the few men of the people who showed commanding 
literary talent. Less varied in tone, less clear, less classical 
than the great Catholic journalist, he is far superior to him 
in depth, seriousness, and dignity. Morally, both rank high ; 
they led pure and unselfish lives. But whilst Yeuillot, even 
when under the protection of the Government, took pleasure in 
deriding, insulting, slandering his enemies, Proudhon, even 
when unjustly persecuted, attacked and defended naught but 
ideas. He had the earnestness, the passion, and the forbear- 
ance of a prophet. 

In religion Proudhon stands, first of all, as the most outspoken 
representative of antitheism, and many persons know nothing 
more about him than the two oft-quoted apophthegms : ** Property 
is Theft " and '' God is Evil." And this last was not an isolated 
sally, a chance paradox : in almost every one of his books 
Proudhon took pride in his position as a '' theophobist," God's 
personal enemy. '' If God exists, He is essentially hostile to our 
nature. . . . We attain to science in spite of Him, to well- 
being in spite of Him, to society in spite of Him : every step 
forward is a victory in which we crush the Deity. . • . Why 
didst Thou deceive me ? Why didst Thou submit me to the 
torture of universal doubt? . . . The Satan that lies in wait 
for us, it is Thee ! But now. Thou art dethroned, and Thy 
power broken. Thy name, for ages the last word of the scientist, 
the sanction of the judge, the strength of the prince, the hope of 
the poor, the refuge of the repenting sinner, Thy name, Thy in- 
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commnnicable name, henceforth abandoned to scorn and curses, 
will be hooted down among men. For God means foolishness 
and cowardice ; God means hypocrisy and deceit ; God means 
tyranny and destitntion; God is EyU."* 

That there is much rhetoric in this declaration of war is 
obvious. This is literature, at least as much as religion and philo- 
sophy. It is an echo of the Byronic-Satanio school, a belated 
spasm of decadent Romanticism. Such ** sulphuric " declama- 
tions were commonplace enough, an'd for that very reason harm- 
less. Merely from the literary point of view, the passage is 
noteworthy. Baudelaire, Leconte de Lisle, Mme. Ackermannt 
may have borrowed their blasphemies from Lucretius, Goethe, 
Byron, Shelley ; but they must also have known Proudhon. The 
spirit, the crescendo, the very words of the tirade, are repro- 
duced so faithfully in Leconte de Lisle's masterpiece, Qain^ 
that the resemblance can hardly be fortuitous. 

Yet Proudhon was not a professional man of letters — ^neither 
a sophisticated aesthete and sentimentalist like Baudelaire nor 
an impassible word-artist like Leconte de Lisle. He was a plain 
man of the people, writing on the spur of irrepressible convictions. 
Insincerity was not his sin, but lack of self-control and culture. 
Who has not heard well-meaning and earnest working men 
express their thoughts in terms of extreme violence, simply 
because they had not the exquisite taste and the extensive 
training of a Benan or of an Anatole France ? Such is the curse 
of untutored strength. Eloquence was a fatal gift for a man who, 
not ignorant, but self-taught, was easily carried away by the flow 
of his own words. 

Proudhon was an original thinker, a blazer of trails ; but this 
quality is too often paid for by iconoclasm and love of paradox. 
More than once his imagination, his dialectics, led him so far 
astray that he seemed to express exactly the reverse of what he 
had in mind. His book against wart was considered by many as 
an apology for war. He was conscious at times of his failing, 
his talent for rousing opposition, his excessive violence. But, as 

* SysUme des ContradieUofu Eeonomiques, ou PhUosophie d$ la lHUre, 1846. 
t Aokennann was a friend of Proudhon's, and corresponded with him from 
Berlin. | War and Peace, 
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a rule, this only served to make him proud. ** I became Terror 
Incarnate. I have been preached against, put on the stage, 
in songs, on placards, in biographies. I have been blamed, 
insulted, and cursed." Visibly he relished his Satanic triumph. 
To personal friends he would occasionally confess : " Such is the 
effect of my unfortunate style. Unconsciously and against my 
will things will grow larger, and clearer, and sharper under my 
pen, so as to bite into timid imaginations." 

But it would be a poor way of serving Proudhon's fame, and of 
understanding his message, thus to explain away his most 
characteristic dictum. There is rhetoric, and exaggeration, and 
pose in his antitheism ; there is much earnestness too. Merely 
from the negative point of view, such passion reveals a religious 
soul which cannot quietly ignore God, but needs a violent effort 
to reconquer its liberty.* Proudhon was one of the few great 
men of letters of his time and country who read the Bible, t 
He studied Hebrew ; he sedulously annotated the Scriptures ; he 
had come to the same conclusions as Strauss before he had heard 
the name of the German historian. He was preparing a book on 
Jesus when the success of Benan's made him give up the idea, 
not without reluctance. His imagination was Christian and his 
turn of mind theological He was a heresiarch, a belated Gnostic 
rather than an unbeliever. 

And there was a positive side. Proudhon was not a Nihilist, 
like Merim6e and Leconte de Lisle. He was not a pessimist 
either. Amiel misquoted his axiom when he applied it to 
Schopenhauer's philosophy, "Evil is God." Proudhon was an 
independent Positivist, a self-taught Hegelian and Comtist. 
With Comte he held that there were three periods in the develop- 
ment of thought : the first religious, the second sophistic, the 
third scientific! With the Bomanticists and Utopian Socialists 
he believed in progress and in humanity. '* Mankind is a being, 
which has its own ftmctions, different from our individualities ; 
its ideas, which it communicates to us ; its judgments, which 

* *' Un positiTiste piofondtoieiitreligieiiz qui ne pent se d^prendre de Dieu 
que par Im Tiolanoe et rinBalte." — ^Mob. Matbibu. 

t Victor Hugo and Yigny were alBO great readers of the Bible ; not many 
others. 

I ContradieUonB Eeonomiquet, i. 10. 
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do not resemble ours; its will, diametrically opposed to our 
instincts ... a being which, issued from nature, seems the 
god ot nature, whose potentialities and laws it expresses in 
a superior — ^hence supernatural — degree." With Hegel, whose 
method became the very law of his thinking, he belieyes in the 
relatiyity of all human notions and judgments. Certitude is 
found only in laws, because they are mere relations — and even 
only in laws of movement, not in laws of existence. Proudhon 
is a relativist with an intensity of passion which is at times 
positively amusing. The absolute, which he also calls idealism 
(as if that unfortunate term had not already a sufficiency of con- 
fusing meanings) — the absolute is his personal enemy. ** Truth, 
that is to say reality, in nature as in civilisation, is essentially 
historical ; it is subject to progressions, conversions, evolutions, 
and metamorphoses. There is nothing fixed, nothing eternal but 
the laws of change. Truth is that which changes.'** 

If God means the absolute, then war to God ! A God in the 
making — ^mankind striving towards a full consciousness of itself — 
such a God he would accept ; or the God of the Freemasons, 
such as he himself, brushing away the effete Bousseauism of the 
Brethren, reinterpreted in terms of Positivism. ** The God of 
Freemasonry is not absolute ; he is a relation, a balance (sfym- 
bolised by the level, the plumb-line, and the square). In declar- 
ing war, according to my perhaps unfortunate expression, on all 
substantial, causative, verbal, justifying, and redeeming gods, 
Elohim, Jehovah, Allah, Christos, Zeus, Mithra, I was unwit- 
tingly in accord with the unconscious thought of Freemasonry. 
... I affirm that the sovereign and regulating idea of the future 
will be that of Relation, Balance, Right." f 

We now begin to understand Proudhon's antitheism. '*God" 
is whatever obscures truth and warps justice. It is all a question 
of definition. There is some disadvantage in accepting a 
definition so absolutely contrary to general usage. Proudhon 
was aware of this, and repeatedly he relapsed into common 
parlance and common sense. He duly apologised for this : " I 
need God as a hypothesis," he said, '' in order to show the 
connection between civilisation and nature ; in order to prove my 
* PMlosophie du Progrit, 1861. j Dela Jui^icg, &c., vi. 76. 
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goodwill to a multitude of sects, whose opinions I do not share, 
but whose anger I .fear ; in order to justify my style, for without 
this * indelible superstition ' we can neither speak nor act — 
nor even think." * It is hard to see the difference between such 
an indispensable *' superstition " and a fact as certain as any 
law known to mankind. Proudhon's enemy, therefore, is not 
God, '' the mysterious Creator, whom my conscience, of its own 
accord, supposes," t but a certain conception of God opposed 
to his own; not even so much the Absolute as the God of 
Absolutism : the God of Caprice as opposed to the God of Justice, 
the Qod of the Church as opposed to the God of the Bevolution. 

Such is the meaning of his " magnum opus," Justice in the 
Revolution and the Church. Pyrrhonism is spreading: the 
country does not belieye in anything, and knows it — 1848 has 
taught France at least this one lesson. Pure Liberalism has 
collapsed; authority is once more our panacea. But neither 
liberty nor authority are ends in themselves; they are only 
methods. We need a regulating principle, superior to both. 
This Proudhon calls Justice — we may call it God. 

But wherein does this principle reside? Two solutions are 
proposed. According to the first, the principle is transcendent, 
beyond man. Man knows it only through revelation, and his 
duty consists in obeying even when he does not understand. 
This conception is the basis of all authorities ; it is the doctrine 
of the Church. 

According to the second solution, the principle is immanent ; 
it is within man, in his very nature ; the individual conscience 
is autonomous. This is the basis of liberty, the doctrine of the 
Revolution, t 

In a series of twelve SiydieSf^ encyclopiBdio in matter and 

• CaiUradiction$ Eecmomiguis, i. 25. f Ibid., i. 874. 

I By which is moant, not the inoomplete moyement of 1789-92, nor the 
spirit of zeBtlesaneoB and blind deitmction, but the eternal spirit of enfran- 
ohisement and progress ; the Beformation in the past, the Social Revolution 
in the present and the near future. For '* immanence and transcendence," 
of. again B. J. OampbeU's N0W Tfuology : " To restate Christianity in terms 
of the immanence of Qod," leading, theoreticaUy, to the diyinisation of 
Humanity, praoticaUy to Sooialiam, just like ** Orthodox " French Humani- 
tarianism. 

I The first and last being Intzodootion and Oonolusion. 

12 



178 FRENCH PROPHETS OF YESTERDAY 

prolix in style, but teeming with ideas, and instilled thronghont 
with the love of righteousness, Proudhon compares, on eyezy 
great question, the rival solutions offered by the Berolution and 
the Church, his criterion in eyery case being the notion of 
Justice. The Church lowers human dignity, for it teaches the 
total deprayity of man as the result of the Fall, and makes Bight 
consist in a command from above. Duty in mere subjection.^ 
It does not condemn the present arbitrary repartition of riches, 
preaches to the poor resignation and to the rich charity, which 
perpetuates pauperism.! In the State, its doctrine is that of 
divine right and absolutism, t As it places the seat of moral 
authority outside the individual, the education it gives, by 
repressing independence without being able to suppress it, 
fosters hypocrisy. § The Church has declared labour a curse 
and the servitude of the poor eternal. || It has corrupted the 
public mind, as its impossible craving for the absolute leads to 
nothing but scepticism and sophistry. H It ruins conscience, for 
any code of ethics not based on conscience is not moral, and no 
[theological] religion can accept conscience as its basis without 
committing suicide.** It holds the pessimistic and demoralising 
view that mankind is decadent, instead of the healthfal belief in 
Progress. ft It has corrupted love and marriage, by introducing 
into them mystic and absolutistic notions, the last consequence 
of which is lubricity. 1 1 In every case the great culprit, the arch- 
deceiver, the embodiment of all evil, Satan, is the notion of the 
Transcendent, of the Absolute, the God of the Church. 

Hence Proudhon's declaration of war, which was no mere 
flight of rhetoric, for imprisonment, poverty, exile were its 
clearly foreseen consequences. " I have taken as my model the 
Dacian peasant §§ speaking to the Senators of Bome ; I have 
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* n. **De8Peraoim6B." f m. "DesBiens.' 

t IV. "Del'Atat." I V, " De I'Bduoation." 

II VI. •* Du Travwl." IT VH. " Des Idtes." 

** Vm. *< Ooxuoienoe et LiberM.'* ft IX. *' Pzogrte et IMoadanoe.*' 

{{X. and XI. ** Amour et Maziaga "—two chapten which form a book by 
themflelves, and would be worth reprintiiig. Bamadcably earnest, pandozioal 
and stimolating. OL, in particular, hlB ideas on art--flhowing his contempt 
and horror for sheer Bomantioism. 
§§ Lafontaine'e Poyson dtt Doiitt&e. 
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placed myself in spirit before the Church, iwith my labouring 
man's smockfrock, my peasant's clogs, my jonmalist's pen, and 
my only thought has been to strike hard and straight." His 
own faith is summed ap in one word. Justice — superior even to 
Lore and Liberty ; his method, in this declaration : '' The 
world probably forms an isonomous, homogeneous, harmonious 
whole, and the laws of my reason are therefore the same as the 
laws of the universe.* I have only to follow my reason, con- 
stantly checking it by experimentation." 

At the close of his book, the grim old fighter, with touching 
simplicity, extends his hand to his adversary. Bishop Mathieu of 
Besan9on, offering to honour and follow the Church if the 
Church, recognising God as the growing consciousness and 
conscience of mankind, will accept the spirit of the Revolution : 
^* Then I shall recite with you, with a fervent heart, without any 
mental restriction, and covering myself with the sign of the 
Cross, this magnificent collect which closes the evening service, 
on Sunday, in our Besan9on churches : * May the peace and 
benediction of Almighty God, Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, 
Liberty^ Justice, and Love, and may the visitation of His Angels 
descend upon us ; upon this city and all who therein dwell in its 
communion ; on the firuits of the earth and on those of labour ; 
on the remains of the faithful who rest here and everywhere in 
the £uth of Christ and of the BevohUUm ; and may His grace 
keep in justice their souls united with ours ' (et animas eorum 
salvet et nostras)." t 

If Proudhon's changing and confusing attitude could be fixed 
in a formula, we should say that pmcticaUy he was an anti- 
Catholic, inteUectuaUy an agnostic Positivist, spiritwMy a believer. 
In early life he swore to devote himself " incessantly, with all 
the energy of his will and the power of his mind, to the complete 
enfiranchisement of his brethren and companions." This 
promise he kept scrupulously to his dying day. He had many 
imperfections, but of the intellect, not of the heart. He knew 
neither hypocrisy nor fear, and he was persecuted for justice* 
sake. 

• Of. Hegel. 

t WoKdft in itaUcs ace Fcoadhoa'8 tdditioii to ftbe Latin taxi. 



CHAPTER n 

THE POETS OF SOIBNGE AND DESPAIR 

Catholioism, through its allianoe with political reaotioiiy had 
lost its mystic glamoar. The yast, generous, and stormy aspira- 
tions of Romanticism had led to the disaster of June, 1848. 
Mysticism, imagination, and passion had thus proved deceptive 
lights. For the noble souls who would not be satisfied with 
political empiricism and material prosperity, science remained 
the only refuge. 

But a cold and gloomy refuge it seemed, after such glowing 
hopes. It seemed as though poetry itself were crushed like the 
idealistic Republic of Lamartine, the Utopian Socialism of 
Leroux, the ardent democratic Christianity of Lamennais. A 
period of poetical barrenness was therefore expected. Victor 
Hugo was at the height of his powers, but in exile, and the last 
glorious representative of a vanishing generation. Lamartine 
and Musset had outlived their poetical faculties. Vigny was 
half forgotten in his '^Ivoiy Tower." Poetry seemed to have 
shrunk to the cold and minute perfection of Gautier's Emauz 
et Cam6e$f to the morbidity of Baudelaire's Fleurs du Mal^ 
to the elaborate trifling of that lyric punster and acrobat, de 
Banville. Three exquisite poets, to be sure, but three " poets of 
decadence." 

The antinomy between science and poetry remains to this day 
a favourite theme with fledgling bards. About 1850 it seemed 
even more radical and hopeless than at present. Poetry in the 
previous two or three decades had become quasi-synonymous with 
Romanticism, and science, more intolerant than it is now, 

IBO 
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seemed to preclade its very essence : the hannting sense of 
mystery, the free play of imagination, the constant onder- 
corrent and the splendid oatborsts of passion. Vigny himself, 
of all the great Bomanticists the most scientific-minded, wrote 
in his Maison du Berger {The Shepherd's Cabin), " Distance 
and time are conquered. Science — Traces roond the world a sad 
and straight road. — Oar experience has caused the world to 
shrink — ^And the equator has become too narrow a ring. — Chance 
is no more : each one will glide on his line — ^Motionless in the 
rank assigned to him at the start, — Absorbed in his silent and 
passionless computations." 

Such was the impression of the contemporaries and of the 
generation immediately following. Yet, beside the Epigoni of 
Romanticism and the shallow worshippers of Art for Art's sake, 
there were a number of isolated poets directly inspired by 
philosophy and science, the intellectual brothers of Comte and 
Darwin. Some were poets of the first magnitude, like Vigny and 
Leconte de Lisle ; others were simply distinguished, like Mme. 
Ackermann, Louis Bouilhet, Louis M6nard, Andr6 Lef^yre, and 
their successors, Sully-Prudhomme and Jean Labor; none is 
contemptible or eyen indifferent. To the present day these 
writers hare not receiyed their due meed of praise. Their 
reserye, their apparent coldness, the somewhat hard and tense 
beauty of their style, the rigour of their thought, the sombre hue 
of their religious opinions, wiU oyer debar them from wide 
popularity. 

1. Alfred de Vigny. 

Alfred de Vigny, the forerunner and the master of this school 
— ^if indeed we may call this arbitrary grouping of kindred but 
unrelated indiyidualities a school — ^is not generally considered as 
a poet of the Second Empire, but as an early Romanticist. Yet 
seyeral of his best poems in The Destinies were written 
under Ni^poleon III. ; the book — ^his masterpiece — and the 
Diary of a Poet were not published until after his death in 
1863; and the lonely, half-forgotten writer, who seemed to 
belong to an earlier generation, expressed more powerfully 
perhaps than any other the thoughts and feelings of the 
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period we are Btndying. Yet we must not belieye that there 
was a second Vigny different from that of 1828. Vigny 
changed less than his companions. If the Victor Hngo of 
1822 and the Victor Hugo of 1858 conld he brought saddenly 
face to face they wonld not at first recognise their essential 
identity. Vigny's philosophy grew, but consistently with 
itself. His Moses and his Silence, at forty years' intenral^ 
are different, and yet in foil harmony. " Absurd is he who 
never changes," rons the oft-quoted French proverb, but 
consistency is not always dne to narrowness and stubbornness ; 
it may come from genuine strength of mind, and from such 
a lead over one's contemporaries that their progress fails to 
overtake the pioneer. Victor Hugo was perhaps too sonorous 
and ready an echo ; Vigny struck fewer notes, but they were 
his own, and none were ever purer or deeper. 

This very consistency ought to warn us against any 
attempt at finding in Vigny's life a clue to his philosophy, 
Vigny could be studied as "a pure spirit," if we may apply 
to him a fevourite phrase of his. Radically different in this 
respect from the great Romanticists, he hated anything that 
savoured of self-revelation. His most personal poem, La 
CoCere de Samson, is in the form of a severely objective symbol, 
and we have come to wonder whether the allusions that 
critics read into it are not purely fenciful. He took elaborate 
precautions to prevent his private life from being dragged 
into the glare of noonday. ''No one," said Jules Bandeau, 
''has ever lived on intimate terms with M. de Vigny — not 
even himself." 

It is true that his most cherished ambitions were successively 
disappointed. He found nothing in the army but an obscure 
and useless servitude ; the princes he served proved unworthy 
of his loyalty : '' In politics his heart died in July, 1880 " ; he 
accepted all regimes (Louis-Philippe, Republic, Empire) 
without reluctance and without enthusiasm. His private life 
was not a happy one. He chafed at times under the mean and 
constant tyranny of aristocratic poverty. His wife never was the 
soul-mate he deserved ; she died after years of ill-health, during 
which he was her devoted attendant. He himself suffered for 
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twelye years from the terrible disease which, in his Olympian 
langoage, he referred to as '' the voltore of Prometheus." Are 
these oironmstances the canse of his pessimism? Let us go 
back thirty or forty years, to 1828. Alfred de Vigny was then 
twenty-six years old, strikingly handsome, a nobleman, a soldier, 
and a poet, universally beloyed and admired ; and yet it was 
then that he wrote his Moiei, no mere Byronic declamation like 
MuBset's RoUa, but the strongest and most deliberate expression 
of utter weariness, disenchantment, and despair. And his very 
last poem. The Pure Spirit^ is full of hope and of grave, deep 
joy. Life did not make Vigny a pessimist ; he conquered his 
inborn and reasoned pessimism in the fsuse of adversity. There 
is not a nobler victory. 

The study of Yigny's life does not enable us to understand 
the trend of his thought : we shall find little more enlightenment 
in his outward attitude to organised Christianity. A Catholic 
by birth, he never severed his formal connection with the Church 
of his ancestors.* His poems prove that he was an assiduous 
reader of the Bible ; he knew the Imitation by heart, and in his 
old age, far as he had wandered from orthodoxy, he read Father 
Ghratry's Sounree$ with reverent appreciation. Through his wife 
and some of his best friends, like the " Puritan " Camilla 
Maunoir,t he was in touch and in sympathy with Protestantism. 
With his inborn gravity, his love for tradition combined with 
freedom, his lofty individualism, he certainly seems more of a 
Huguenot than of a Bomanist. His very appearance in middle 
age was that of a minister. M. Lton S^che would place him 
among the Calvinists of Catholicism — ^the Jansenists. Beserve, 
gravity, a proud and gloomy conception of life, he had much in 
common with the ** Solitaires " of Port-Boyal. The man who 
admitted no one into his intimacy belonged to the family of 
those who, after twenty years of life in common, still used with 
one another the ceremonious form of address : ** Monsieur.*' The 
great problems of Ghrace and Predestination were always present 
to his mind as to theirs, and are the keynotes of his last and 
best poems, Le$ De$tinies. His Diary often reads like a con- 

* Journal d*tm Po^, p. 173. 
t 01 Lettrei d une Puritaine, 
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tinuation of Pascal's Thoughts. Yet we do not belieye that 
Yigny would hare accepted the label Jansenist, or that the 
genuine descendants of the Solitaires would have recognised him 
as one of them. No direct filiation, no formal adhesion, no 
decisive inflnence can be proved; and of the three names of 
sects which his life and philosophy wonld naturally suggest 
— Calvinism, Jansenism, Stoicism — ^he himself adopted the 
last. 

** When Death comes he [the man of honour] looks on the 
Cross with respect, fulfils his duties as a Christian as a matter 
of form, and dies in silence." * Such was his own attitude 
thirty years later, reverent and reserved to the end ; but long 
before, without any apparent crisis, he had lost all faith in the 
religion which he formally professed. He liked and respected 
the priests, but he knew that they had forfeited the spiritual 
leadership of the modem world, t With the more sombre 
aspects of Christianity, '^a religion of despair/* with the sor- 
rowful moments in the life of its Founder, he remained in fullest 
sympathy ; but traditions and dogmas were in his eyes legends 
and myths. These myths were full of meaning and beauty, 
and well worth preserving ; I but they were arbitrary and ever 
changing : '* Christianity is an eternal chameleon." § He was 
a deeply religious man, but in his own words, '* Christianity 
was dead in his heart." || 

A passionate seeker after truth, he saw in such a quest the 
very essence of religion. IF ** God is not a tribal law-giver, and 
a &ith is more than the metaphysical justification of a moral 
code, more than a transcendental police-court. The men who, 
like Descartes and Spinoza, have tried to find out the ' cause 
and the end of creation ' are more deeply religious than those 
who, like Augustine, Bossuet, F6nelon, assumed that the 
universe was made for the sake of one small people. The 
former point of view is grander, more Divine. It is inspired 
by that sacred love of truth which lifts the soul up to the 
Creator and the centre of His creation. This immense per- 

• Journal d'iMi Po4U, p. 86, dated 1834. f Ibid., pp. 40-^46. 

I Ibid., p. 146. § Ibid., p. 98. 

II Ibid., p. 86. % Ibid., p. 168. 
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speotrre far transcends the petty interests of onr human mole- 
hill, and even the notions of good and evil, which are lost and 
drowned in it like bits of straw." * 

Yigny's religion, therefore, is neither one of action nor one 
of sentiment, but a religion of thought. Like Pascal, he con- 
siders Thought as *'the whole dignity of man.'* He speaks 
of Ideas like a Spanish mystic — ^in terms of almost sensuous 
love. Reason and Justice, the instrument for knowing Truth 
and the will that Truth shall prevail, are " the queens of his 
thoughts,"! and ''the true God, the strong God, is the God 
of Thought." t 

This is Rationalism, no doubt : but we are £» indeed from the 
shallow eighteenth-century worship of reason. Yigny's love of 
truth, passionate, disinterested, neither self-centred nor self- 
satisfied, implies a duty rather than a boast ; it remains religious 
even when it seems to blaspheme. 

For pessimism is the first fruit of his quest, not joy and peace. 
The pioneer — ^prophet or poet — is doomed to isolation. This 
frivolous and materialistic world kills the too sensitive soul with its 
jeering indifference {Chatterton), or stands in awe of the divinely 
inspired prophet, who, in his power and loneliness, aspires ** to 
sleep the sleep of the earth " (Moses). He yearns for human 
love — ^but Delilah betrays him to the Philistines {Samson's 
Wr(Uh). Devotion to a high ideal, genius, is a curse* In the 
pessimism of Yigny's earlier writings, this is perhaps the most 
striking element. 

Yet what man worthy of the name would refuse the gift because 
of the curse ? ** Weak souls are afiraid of pure Enthusiasm," he 
said in The Shepherd's Cabin : '' but why shrink fit)m it ? Life is 
doubly life in its flame." And in the BotHe in the Sea he 
repudiated any intention of drawing back from the honour and 
danger of the poetic mission : '' Courage ! " he writes to a young 
poet. '' In your holy devotion to the work of the future forget 
yourself, forget the man in you." He would no longer complain, 
as in his youth ; for he had *' risen to that high degree of stoic 

* JowmaL d'lm Poite, pp. 16&-169, abridged tranalatlon. 
t Les OraOea, Poats^t, 1862. 
t BouisUk d la Mm, 1868. 
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pride " which makes it seem ** equally cowardly to groan, to weep, 
to pray/' ^ If a man would adopt " the diviner point of view " in 
religion, his first act most be to renounce his personal interests 
in this life and in eternity. Bent exdusiyely on knowing truth, 
the thinker must suppress his yearning for happiness, for glory, 
for the sympathy of nature and of man. He must lose all con- 
cern in his individual destiny. Pessimism, in its personal aspect, 
is thus silenced by stoic renunciation. 

Yet self-renunciation is but a negative achievement. Even 
after the veil of petty interests is removed, the world remains 
dark, ** without light, without stars, without dawn " {Mount of 
Olives). Man cannot abdicate his craving for truth and justice 
without abdicating his dignity as man ; but this craving is never 
satisfied. Our universe seems to be ruled by blind and pitiless 
Fate {Les Destinies), For Lamartine, the heavens proclaimed 
the glory of God, the firmament His handiwork ; for Hugo, not 
consistently, but repeatedly. Nature herself was divine. Vigny 
was not blind to Nature's beauty, nor insensible to her soothing 
and ennobling influence ; indeed, the opening stanzas of the 
Shepherd's Cabin rival in picturesque precision the best lines of 
Victor Hugo, in tenderness and harmony the most famous of 
Lamartine's. But does Nature really tell a wondrous tale of 
intentional beauty and beneficent order? Men of Darwin's 
generation could not answer Yes. ** Nature is our tomb as well as 
our mother ; she hears neither our cries nor our sighs ; she is an 
impassible stage, unmoved by the feet of the actors, indifferent to 
the comedy of our human life, which vainly looks above for silent 
spectators." t 

Vigny never doubted but there was a God beyond Nature and 
*^ its vain splendour." There is a God : but evil, too, is a &Lct 
You may call it illusion, guilt, ignorance, matter, fate, you may 
disguise it under as many names as you please : you cannot deny 
its existence. If God be all-powerful, then we are not fi^ee : 
£Eite ** in antiquity and in the enslaved East, grace in the Chris- 
tian West, weigh upon us like a leaden yoke " {Les Destinies). 
If He be just, can He be responsible for undeserved sufferings, for 
the death of children, for this whole world of sin and sorrow ? 

* La Mori du Loup, f 8)uphsrd^M Cabin, abridged. 
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(Mont de$ OUviers). If He be loving, why does He not answer 
our sapplications, why did the noblest of His sons ciy to Him in 
vain on Mount Olivet ? Happy in comparison was Moses, the 
prophet of old, estranged from men, bnt the friend of God. The 
second form of Yigny's pessimism is deeper and more hopeless 
than the first 

There is an essential contradiction between the existence of God 
and the existence of evil. Yet we cannot deny either. Evil 
offends our sense of justice and love, and who but God can bear 
the ultimate responsibility for it? Hence Yigny's strange but 
logical attitude : not atheism but antitheism — ^and that on 
strictly religious grounds. God and nature are alike in their 
pitiless impassibility. They may crush us, they do not command 
our love. Pascal had said before Yigny that man was greater 
than nature; but he is morally greater also than the God of 
orthodox Theism, because he can give his life for a principle and 
the Deity cannot.'^ Before such a God our knees must not bend ; 
rather should we oppose Him, like the young man who killed him- 
self to afflict and punish " his Maker, f like those contemners of 
the gods, Ajax, Satan, Orestes, Don Juan,| Gain,§ Emperor 
Julian, II whom the world admires and loves in secret. The 
influence of Byron's Satanism on Yigny's antitheism is obvious. 
But there is not in Yigny's attitude tiie slightest suspicion of 
pose. It is the natural, inevitable outcome of a system ; it is not 
boastful and defiant, but sorrowfrd and calm. It finds expression, 
not in lurid imprecations, but in grave, and, strange to say, almost 
reverent words such as these : " If it be true that in the Sacred 
Garden of Scriptures — The Son of Man said that which is reported 
— ^Mute, blind, deaf to the cry of His creatures — If Heaven aban- 
doned us like an abortive world — The just man will meet absence 
with disdain — ^And a cold silence will evermore be his reply — To 
the eternal silence of the Deity." H 

Thus all the works of Yigny, Cinq-Mars^ SteUOf Servitude and 
Chrandewr of Military Life, like Moses, Chatterton or the Mount 

* Un Dmu, Journal Sun Poite, 170; Cassandre, J.P., 266. 
t J.P.,104. { Ibid., 98. J Ibid., 166. 

II Daphn$f /JP., passim, 
% Le SileneSf poetsoript to Le Mont dss OU/oisrs. 
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of Olives, are indeed ** the cantos of an epic poem on didllosion- 
ment."* One by one, all the old beliefs died in Yigny's hearty 
even the belief in a jast and loving God. " The truth about life 
is despair." t In the midst of all these ruins, it seems impos- 
sible to find the elements of a living faith. 

Epicureanism would seem the natural consequence of such 
thoroughgoing destructive criticism : but Vigny was never 
tempted by the cult of pleasure, be it high or low. A soldier and 
a gentleman, he had a substitute ready for the old discipline, now 
without force ; and that was Honour. '' Honour," he said, " is 
the only basis of his conduct, and saves him firom crime, and 
from all forms of baseness : it is his religion,"! " his God ever 
present in his heart."§ Negatively it teaches him resignation — 
not the whining resignation of the weak, but the stoic pride of 
the dying wolf, the deep calm of the captain conquered by brute 
elements, the cold silence of the just man in answer to the eternal 
silence of God. Positively, it teaches him energy, the "accom- 
plishment of our long and heavy task." There it stops : for this 
religion of honour, although less barren than the religion of de- 
spair, is neither rich and deep nor even clear. This aspect of 
Yigny's philosophy has a sombre grandeur of its own, and has in- 
spired some of his best-known lines ; yet it should not be unduly 
emphasised. In the development of his thought this stage is 
but a provisional one, like the practical code of ethics which 
Descartes adopted before his system was fully elaborated. A 
world of such " men of honour " as Vigny describes would be very 
noble indeed, but cheerless and unprogressive. After all, what is 
honour ? The nobleman's or the soldier's honour, which Vigny 
had probably in view, is a feeling of unreasoning loyalty to a 
leader or to a class — ^not incompatible with a certain looseness in 
other respects. Such an honour may be admirable in some of its 
manifestations ; but if the leader happens to be a degenerate, a 
dotard, or a traitor, if the class has lost its raUon d*etre, and is 
but a fossU in a democratic age, honour is a dangerous, narrow 
virtue, the sterUe worship of prejudice. It was that mistaken 
sense of honour that impelled many noblemen to cross the frontier 

• /.P., 77. t Ibid., 98. 

{ Ibid., 86. i Ibid., 9i. 
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in 1792, before their liTes or yital interests were threatened, and 
offer their services to the enemies of their oonntry. The crimes 
of certain officers in the Drejfas case had their root, not in dis- 
honour, but in that nefarious idolatry the *' honour " of a race 
or caste. And how shifting and uncertain such ** honour" is* 
even with its most fiEuiatical devotees! Chateaubriand had 
prophesied, and unwittingly done his best to prepare, the Bevo- 
lution of 1880 : his sense of honour obliged him to serve, in their 
exile, a family which he had helped dethrone and which he half- 
openly despised. Yigny's honour, after a velleity of action, was 
more easily satisfied — ^and who can blame him? Loyalty to 
objects unworthy of a man's allegiance may be an excusable 
error ; it is not a virtue. Honour should cede before duty. 

** Honour," Vigny said later, " is the poesy of duty." This is 
a wider and more beautiful definition. Not the soldier, not the 
aristocrat alone, but the humblest labourer may have his sense 
of honour, if he takes joy and pride in doing his duty. Honour, 
thus extended to all men, means loyalty, not to a class, but to 
mankind; not to a class leader, but to the universal leader, 
the Ideal. 

Thus Yigny's sombre and hard stoicism, rooted in absolute 
pessimism, becomes, in the Shepherd's Cabins a form of 
Humanitarianism. Our duty is not to ourselves — ** renounce " 
is the first and last word of philosophy, the essential condition 
of '' honour " ; not to blind nature ; not to a silent God ; it is 
to our kind, to our fellow-victims, to ** the majesty of human 
sufferings," to "that which passes and is never seen again." 
And this duty, through an added touch of love and pity, is 
transmuted into '* honour," into religion. 

The universal leader, the Ideal, is Thought, our comforter and 
our guide. Descartes saw in thought the proof of existence ; 
Pascal, the basis of our dignity; Vigny, tiieir true disciple, 
wrote : " Let us find comfort for everything in the thought that 
we are enjoying our very Thought— a joy which nothing can 
take away from us." * Thought can doubt all existence, except 
its own ; it can deny all joy, except the joy of thinking. '^ The 
contemplation of suffering itself is for the soul the source of 

• /.P., 93. 
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a secret joy, which comes from the soul's actiyity in the idea of 
suffering."* Thought is the mythical lance which heals the Teiy 
wounds it has inflicted. 

Honour hids us renounce and doYote ourselves to nnselfish 
sendee; mankind, suffering from the unjust sentence of an 
unknown power, is the worthiest object of our devotion; the 
quest of truth is the highest ideal and the surest comfort. All 
these different strands — religion of honour, of humanity, of 
thought — are combined in the religion of science, for science is 
the research of truth for the service of man. Yigny's last 
poems, the all-inclusive Shepherd's CMthf The Bottle in the 
Sea^ The Pwre Spirit^ are splendid hymns to science, the 
"divine elixir," the ''queen of the world," whose reign has 
come at last. And the only true God is the God of Thought, in 
whose Word our spirits live and move, as our bodies in space. 

Such was Yigny's final faith. We can discern in his spiritual 
make-up three elements — ^pessimism, stoicism, intellectualism. 
His pessimism was inborn — darkest, perhaps, when his life was 
happiest. His stoicism combined the gentleman's sense of 
honour, the soldier's idea of discipline, with the proud resigna- 
tion of a Christian not uninfluenced by Port-Boyal. His intel- 
lectualism was intense, passionate, and amounted to idea- 
worship ; but he never was a blind devotee of reason reduced 
to logic or common sense, or of materialistic science. These 
three elements co-existed in him from the first, in the poems of 
1828, and all are found in The Silence and The Pure SpirU, his 
swan-song. They are irreducible : to take any of the three as 
the single centre of Yigny's thought would be unfEur to its rich 
complexity. No new essential element was added in the course 
of forty years ; but Yigny's thought, although ever consistent, 
was not immovable. The interaction of the three main 
elements produced many combinations. Broadly speaking, we 
may say that his pessimism was uppermost in his earlier works, 
of which Moses may be accepted as the best type; his stoicism 
found its clearest expression in The Death of the Wolf (1848) ; 
whilst The Bottle in the Sea (1868) and The Pwe Spirit (1863) 
embodied his faith in the " God of Ideas." 

• /.P., OS. 
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And if that £uth seems to as prond/anstere, and cold, let ns 
not forget that Yigny's pessimism, his stoicism, and his intel- 
lectoalism were alike tempered with Ioyo and pity, that Divine 
pity which inspired his two longest poems, Eloa and The 
Shepherd's Cabin : pity for all suffering, pity for all that lives 
but a moment ; pity even for sin and for Satan — supreme guilt, 
therefore supreme misfortune — ^passionate pity which never sinks 
into sentimentality, but urges us to willing sacrifice. Gentleness 
is sweetest in the strong: the tenderness of Yigny's lines to 
Eva — ^the symbol of all our afflictions and aspirations — ^is all 
the more exquisite for the dark background of his philosophy. 



Alfred de Vigny left no direct disciples. In literature and in 
thought, as in real life, he remained isolated in his Ivory Tower. 

Yet there is a strong temptation to make up a Yigny school of 
philosophical poetry with the names of Leconte de Lisle, 
Mme. Ackermann, Sully-Prudhomme, Jean Labor. None of 
the recognised schools in French literature — ^Pleiad, Genacle, 
or Parnassus — ^would offer such intellectual homogeneity. In all 
these poets we find the same rare elements as in Alfired de 
Vigny : loneliness and despair, reserve and stoic pride, learning 
and faith in science, and that unconquerable mystic yearning 
which, combined with inborn pessimism and modem scepticism, 
leads to antitheism rather than to irreligion. 

2. Leecnte de Lisle. 

If by art we mean the constant and complete mastery of one's 
instrument, Leconte de Lisle was a greater artist than Yigny. 
There are blemishes in the finest marble, and we could point 
out many a harsh line — perhaps intentional, many a weak one 
— ^without apparent excuse — in his four volumes ; but he remains, 
on the grand scale, what Gautier was in miuiature: the 
faultless craftsman. 

The perfection of his art, and his own absolute faith in the 
conceptions which it embodied, gave him in his lifetime a degree 
of iame and influence which Yigny never enjoyed. His name 
reached but slowly the general public, with whom he never 
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became popular; bnt among poets he was sapreme. WiUiin his 
narrower field he was even more absolute a ruler than " the 
Father in exile." Hugo was the god, but Leconte de Lisle 
was the high priest, the more potent of the two. 

It was Leconte de Lisle's art that won for him, among t}ie 
poets of his generation, the uncontested monarchy of wit. Yet 
not his art alone. As an apostle of Art for Art's sake, 
Th6ophile Gautier was first in the field {Mile, de Maupin^ 1886), 
and his Emaux et CamieSf published one year before the Pohnes 
Antiques^ gave both the precept and the model of flawless 
workmanship. Theodore de Banyille, whose first poems came 
out some ten years before Leconte de Lisle's, was the most 
thoroughgoing exponent of the doctrine, and the modem 
'' Legislator of Parnassus." But Gautier and Banyille were 
amiable epicures, and even in a firivolous age leadership seldom 
falls to any but earnest men. The Second Empire was not all 
noise and glitter : it was a time of scientific investigation and 
religious conflict. The head of the Parnassian school was no 
mere rhymester, but the contemporary of Taine and Benan, a 
scholar, a historian, a philosopher. We had to make this point 
clear, because among the many ** cults " and substitutes for 
religion which were tried in the nineteenth century. Art for Art's 
sake was one of the most assertive, and spiritually the most 
barren. The worship of form led absolutely nowhere. If 
Leconte de Lisle commands our respectful att^tion, it is not 
because of the marmorean splendour of his poetry, but because 
of its message. Who would not prefer to see noble thoughts 
always clothed in beautiful words ? But a religion whose first 
article of fi&ith is : ''I believe in rare and sonorous rhymes," and 
whose prayers end with : *' Deliver us from double genitives ! " 
cannot expect to be taken very seriously.* 

Leconte de Lisle tried to introduce historical rigour into 
imaginative literature. The Romanticists had made a similar 
attempt under the influence of Walter Scott, among others : 

* Be it UDidantood that what we say of Art for Art's sake as a reUgiou need 
not apply to Art for Art's sake as an tasthetio dootrine : the autonomy of art 
is a defensible cause. Also, that Art for Art's sake is not quite the same 
thing as .fisthetioiim (cL Baudelaire), or the oolt of beauty (of. Benan). 
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Hugo, Vigny, the elder Dumas took no little pride in the 
BcmpalooB aocoraoy of their information.* But they were 
untrained and fall of passion. Bomantio history became a 
gorgeous masquerade. All characters, ancient, medisBYal and 
modem, were self-portraits of symbols : Moses and Chatterton 
are Vigny himself; Antony and Hemani are twin brothers. 

With such a trayesty of truth Leconte de Lisle had little 
patience. The poet of a scientific age must, then, be disinterested 
and impassible. All teaching and preaching, any obtrusion of 
his own personality, are out of place in his work. Objective, 
*' positive " truth is his only goal. Not only the material details 
of the events he relates will be more definite and more accurate 
than in the poems of his predecessors, the Bomanticists, but he 
will be infinitely more respectful than they of psychological and 
spiritual truth. Such, at least, are his claims: if they were 
justified, all his poems on Hindu, Greek, Norse, Hebrew, and 
Christian myths, legends, and episodes would tell us nothing 
about their author ; they would be a gallery of historical pictures 
without any bearing on the religious thought of our time, and 
this part of our work would remain unwrittcm. 

But although Leconte de Lisle aspired to scientific impassi- 
bility, he was bound to &il in the attempt, as he was a genuine 
and a great poet. His personality, theoretically banished from 
his productions, is seen almost everywhere in them, and the parts 
from which it is absent are already dead, if they may be said ever 
to have lived. He reveals himself through the very selection of 
his subjects ; many of his poems deal with religious themes — ^we 
find everywhere evidence that the men of that time were more 
vitally interested in such questions than we are at the present 
day. Be they never so varied from the historical and geogra- 
phical points of view, these poems have an essential unity of 
spirit : they are almost uniformly hard and sombre. We had 
almost said a unity of purpose — ^few are those that do not teach 
the doctrines of despair. In this respect even the omissions of 
Leconte de Lisle are instructive : when translating ^schylus's 
trilogy, the Oresteia, he could not bring himself to include 
the third part, the EvmenideSf which represents atonement, for- 

^ Oi. Hugo's prefaooB to Marie Tudor and Buy Bias, 
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giveness, and peace. His boasted impassibility does not keep 
him from anathematising the Middle Ages in general, and 
the Catholic Church more particularly, with a concentrated 
yehemence by no means '^ scientific " : — 

" In erery one of your ezeoiable minutes, 
O centories of mnrdezen, oowards, and bratos, 
The shame of this anoient globe and c^ hmnanitj, 
Oorsed be ye, corsed, for all eternity." * 

Nay, in some of his most striking poems Leconte de Lisle 
did the very thing for which he so haughtily rebuked Alfred de 
Yigny: he selected a historical or a legendary character, and 
used him as a mouthpiece or a symbol; he placed a purely 
modem subject in an archsdological setting, and the thoughts 
of a nineteenth-century " anti-clerical " on antediluyian lips. 
The result may be admirable, but the author of Qmn has no 
right to reprove the author of Moses, 

Leconte de Lisle was a man of intense feelings ; there is 
eyen a tender note — all too rare, but exquisite — in such poems 
as Le Mancky and Le Frais Matin ; the very sonnet in which 
he deprecates self-revelation (Les Mantreurs) is full of irre- 
pressible passion. There was a man behind that cold, 
glittering mask of art and science: and that man was not a 
Hindu ascetic, nor yet an ancient Gfreek, as he would have us 
believe at times, but one of us, intensely modem in his thoughts 
and feelings, with all the doubts, the bitternesses, and the 
enthusiasms of his time and of his race — ^the younger brother of 
Leopardi, Yigny, and Schopenhauer. 

Pessimism is the keynote of Leconte de Lisle's philosophy : 
a pessimism less systematic perhaps than Alfred de Yigny's, 
but more violently passionate and more incurable. In some of 
the Poemes Antiques there still are gleams of hope : Nature is 
still able to comfort and to cheer : — 



« 



O sea, O dreamy woods, pious voioes of the world, 
You have answered me daring my eril days ; 
You have appeased my barren melancholy, 
And you sing eternally in my heart." f 

* Les Sidles MaudUs, PoimeB T^ragiquea, 
t Poimes Antiques^ *' Kox." 
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Yet that faith in nature is soon discarded as an illusion : 
'' Nothing answers in boundless space but the sterile echo of our 
eternal desire."* '' Nature makes sport of human sufferings/' 
he said after Vigny.t '' She is naught but an illusion and 
a snare." I Nature • is indifferent : mankind is worse. The 
splendour of antiquity has yanished for oyer ; the poet despises 
the modem world for its cowardice and its avarice, for its aim- 
lessness and its corruption.! Life is a burden, and the dead 
should be euTied, ''for they are liberated from life, and no 
longer know — the shame of thinking and the horror of being 
men I " || 

For such universal misery, who can be responsible but the 
Maker of all things ? No radical pessimist — ^Leoonte de Lisle 
no more than Vigny or Mme. Ackermann — can escape anti- 
theism : the omnipotent ruler of an evil world must himself be 
evil. Centuries of gloomy Christianity, condemning life, beauty, 
joy, distrusting or despising nature, preaching eternal suffering 
as an integral part of the universal scheme, had made such a 
conclusion inevitable. The God who is a loving Father only to 
the ''small number of the elect," and has doomed the majority 
of the race to everlasting punishment for a crime not their own — 
such a God, in modem eyes, is a monstrous idoL Yigny had 
formulated this verdict in his quiet, dignified, and final manner : 
the silence of the just is an irrevocable condemnation. Leconte 
de Lisle expanded and symbolised it in his masterpiece, the 
sombre and grandiose poem, Qdin. IF 

The murderer, rising from his sleep of ten centuries, answers 
the angel of the Lord : — 

*< Did I oieato life and evil ? 
Said I nnto the inert olay : ' Suffer and weep ' f 
HftYe I created with the ban the longing, 
The homing thirst of unattainable good 
And the deathless dream in ever-dying time? 



* PoimsB AnUquMt " ^^ Ira.'* 

t Poimes Barhar$$f " La Fontaine aux Lianes.*' 

{ Bavine Saint-Gilles. { ** Anx Modemee. 

II PoimM Tragiqusi, <* A nn Podte mort.'* 

% Translated by F. P. Anderson. 



n 



196 FRENCH PROPHETS OP YESTERDAY 

Bidden the will and punished the fulfilment? 

Oh miseEyt Did I say to the implacable Master, 

The jealous God, tormentor of the world and of the Hving, 

Who chides In the thunder and rides upon the winds: 

' Surely life is good t I would fain be bom I ' 

What was life to me at the price Thou ezaotest for it?" 

YeSy Gh>d is responaibley and we. His Yiotims, should not 
cringe and fawn before the Tyrant, but confess to His &oe our 
indomitable belief in justice, greater than He : — 

** I shaU remain erect ! And from eve to mom 
And from dawn to dusk never shall I still 
The tireless cry of a despairing heart! 
The thirst for Justice, O Cherub I devours me. 
Crush me: else I shaU never yield." 

The Creator repenteth Himself, thus confessing that His work 
was not good. The Flood will annihilate the world. But Cain, 
the yictim and the avenger, will not have it so. The creation of 
man was God's crime ; let it be His curse ! The murderer, 
voicing the spirit of eternal justice in rebellion against fate 
and caprice, will save mankind. The Ark is built, the Deluge 
will be in vain. And the Tormentor will finally be exorcised 
from His creation: — 



«i 



And Qod, jealous Qod, who hidest Thy face. 

Who didst lie, when Thou saidst Thy work was good. 

My breath, O Eneader of the ancient clay, 

One day shaU exalt Thy living victim. 

Thou shalt say to him: Adore 1 He wiU answer: Nol 

From hour to hour, Jehovah I his mutinied strength 

Shall loose the grasp of Thine aim, 

And flinging down Thy yoke as a vile bond, 

The things created, free in conquered space, 

WiU no more hearken when Thou speakest to them. 

To bring to naught the world that denies Thee, 

Thou shalt cause blood to flow like a sea, 

Shackles of iron to bite deep into flesh. 

In the endless horror thou shalt cause to flare 

The gulf of HeU beside the shrieking pyres. 

But when Thy priests, iron-jawed wolves. 

Glutted with human flesh and thin with rage, 

ShaU seek the guerdon of the offered holocaust, 

Bising before them fiom the ashes of the just, 
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I will Boonige them with immortal soom, 

And the little children of the avenged nations, 

Knowing Thy name no more, shall laugh in tiieir cradles. 

I will tear down the silly vault of Heaven, 

And he who seeks Thee there shall find Thee not, 

And that shall he my day I And from star to star, 

The happy Eden long regretted 

Shall see Abel risen and sheltered upon my heart ; 

And Thou, dead and sewn up in the burial shroud, 

Shalt fall away to destruction In Thy barrenness.'* 



Perhaps few Anglo-Saxon readers wonld read Cain to the end. 
The symbol which the poet adopted would be to them unspeak- 
ably offensiTe. Yet Cain is no sensational and insincere 
blasphemy of the Baudelaire-Bichepin type ; it is even^free from 
the element of defiance, the desire of puzzling and horrifying 
the Philistines, which detracts from* the spiritual importance of 
Proudhon's explosive paradox : '' God is Evil." Cain is the 
passionate cry of a soul that hungers and thirsts after righteous- 
ness. Nowhere does Leconte de Lisle's admirable verse give 
such a true religious ring. Leconte de Lisle spumed the precau- 
tion that Vigny, who had thought of a similar subject, noted in 
his Diary I " Place the scene in a Pagan setting." Instead of 
** lahveh," let us read '* Jupiter," and the piece, in its iBschy- 
lean grandeur, will be unimpeachable. But, for whoever con- 
siders the first chapters in Genesis as nothing more than an 
Oriental legend, the use of the myth is perfectly legitimate, and 
has no sacrilegious intent. A second objection may be raised 
against the symbolical value of the poem. Leconte de Lisle 
is visibly attacking, not God Himself, if by God we mean supreme 
Justice and Truth, but a certain conception of God, responsible 
for the ** gloom and horror " of many centuries, and now more 
and more openly discarded even by conservative believers. If 
it be so, if it be nothing but a phantom, a creation of primitive 
and diseased brains, a theological nightmare, that he is aiming 
at, is not his tragic earnestness out of proportion with the end in 
view ? In such a ease we think that the old Stendhalian gibe 
would have been sufficient : " God's {that god's) only excuse is 
that he does not exist." If the God meant in Cain is real, then 
the poem is not so much sacrilegious as nonsensical, for we 
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cannot conceive of a God morally inferior to His creatures, and 
ceasing to exist as the result of their denying Him. If that 
God is merely an idea, then all that righteoos indignation is 
wasted. In fact, the word God here means both a reidity and a 
mere notion. It stands for the awful mystery of creation, with 
its elements of sin and pain, the curse that undeniably has lain 
heavy upon mankind since the world began, the seeming contra- 
diction between our sense of justice and the facts of this universe. 
This Power, unknown in its essence, all too real in its manifesta- 
tion, is that against which man's highest instincts bid him fight. 
To call such a Power God is a blasphemy ; but for this 
blasphemy Leconte de Lisle is not responsible. It is well- 
meaning believers who with their monstrous schemes have 
made God identical with the creator of evil. The golden age 
prophesied by the poet will see at the same time the laying 
down of a fearful spectre that hindered progress, and, through 
man's efforts, the filing away, the falling apart, of material 
shackles — sin, misery, ignorance, and disease. It will be the 
reign of science and of brotherly love, the kingdom of the 
true God. 

CiUn is supreme and almost unique among the works of Leconte 
de Lisle, because it preaches action and offers a prospect of hope. 
The evil principle, the God of theologians, will finally be con- 
quered. Unhappily, this is only a passing gleam in Leconte de 
Lisle's sombre horizon. He does not belong to the greater pessi- 
mists, to the '' twice-born souls " who, through thought, action, or 
fiedth, overcome their own despair. More extreme than Yigny in 
the expression of his distress, he does not rise to Yigny's active 
and tender stoicism, still less to his ultimate faith in " the God 
of ideas." We miss the exquisite sympathy and pity of The 
Shepherd's Cabins the lofty spirit of service of The Bottle in 
the Sea. 

Leconte de Lisle is a misanthropist as well as an antitheist 
and a contemner of Nature. Such a position is illogical. If 
Gt>d be evil, then we ought to love, pity, and help man, his 
irresponsible victim. If we despise Nature's indifference, then 
we should bow to the supremacy of human thought and '' the 
majesty of human suffering." Leconte de Lisle's haughty 
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stoicism is impressiye, but narrow and selfish. Love of art 
and love of science, apart from loye of man, cannot be a mle of 
condnct. If the poet writes beantifol lines, if the scientist 
gathers cnrions facts, not for the enjoyment or betterment of 
their fellow-creatnres, bat for the satisfaction of their own pride, 
what are they bat refined egoists? We know fall well that 
Leconte de Lisle was not sach. Had he not laboared in the 
field as a patriot, as a Bepablican, as a free-thinker,* he woald 
still be amply jastified by the ennobling inflaence of his poetical 
work. Bat we cannot all be sapreme artists, and there are more 
pressing daties than polishing precioas words while expressing 
intensest scorn for ** the camivoroas rabble " of oar fellow-men. 
Pessimism and its concomitants are all negative. On the 
positive side of Leconte de Lisle's philosophy we find — ^nothing. 
Systematically nothing. He borrowed firom Hindaism the notion 
of aniversal iUasion ending in aniversal nirvana, t I am 
afinaid that his French readers, onaccastomed to snch grandiose 
and hazy metaphysical dreams, saw little more in them than in- 
exhaastible poetical themes. The piece — 

** The secret of life lies in closed tombs : 
That which no longer is, is snch only becanse it has t)een, 
And the final annihilation of beings and matter 
Is the only reason of their reality," 

with its elaborate techniqae and its abysmal depths of nonsense^ 
seemed to the average French mind an excellent, transcendental 
joke, all the better for its being so solemn in tone. 

After all, Alexandre Damas JUs voiced the wholesome senti- 
ment of the race when, taunting Leconte de Lisle with his 
eternal aspiration to the *' impassible peace of the dead," that 
peace ** which life has troabled/' he asked him whether sach 
peace was not within his reach. One wonders what call sach a 
radical contemner of life had to be alive. A pessimistic philo- 
sophy, replies M. Jales Lemaitre, does not lead to saicide,becaase 
we rise saperior to oar ills and woes by the very act of compre- 

• Ci his poems, A Vltalie, Le Sow d^utu bataille, Le Saere de Paris ; his 
CaUehums PofrnJoirw BipubUoain ; his PeHU HUtaire du ChnsHamume. 
t La MayOf Poimes Tragiqu$n. 
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bending them. Sach a feeling of saperiority is in itself a somoe 
of pride, of peaoOy of joy. Trne. Vigny had made that dis- 
covery long before, and that one positive element — the joy of 
thinking, even about oar misery — gradoally softened and almost 
absorbed his pessimism. It is probable, as Lemaitre snrmiseti, 
that Leconte de Lisle derived much pleasure from his gloomy 
view of life. Like the valetudinarian old lady, ** he enjoyed poor 
[spiritual] health." But, afraid perhaps of marring the sombre 
unity of his works, he tried to keep that pleasure a secret. If 
such be the case, Leconte de Lisle's pessimism is either a fi«ud 
or at least a form of sentimentalism not more admirable than 
Rene's. Hence the feeling of incompleteness, of onesidedness, 
which the four volumes of Leconte de Lisle leave with us. 
We see the man behind the glittering verse — else he would 
not be such a poet — ^but we do not see the whole man, nor 
perhaps the best there is in him. Imagination, passion, learning, 
unrivalled skill were his, yet something stiffens all his gifts and 
repels our sympathy : whether coldness of heart or narrowness 
of soul we cannot tell. 




CHAPTER m 

OBinCS AND mSTOBIANS : SAINTB-BBUVB, TAINB • 

1. Sainte-Beuve, 

Aftbb 1848, the age of spiritual adventareB was over for Sainte- 
Beuve. He had studied, tried, aad abandoned everything. 
The G6nacle and its Romantic religiosity, Saint-Simonism, 
Lamennais's liberal Catholicism, Yinet's Protestantism, the 
Jansenism of Saint-Cyran and de Sacy, had successiTely appealed 
to his insatiable curiosity. At times, the Voltairians and 
the Edectioists — ^Btomger, Thiers, Cousin — ^might think he was 
one of themselves ; but he also did homage to Chateaubriand 
at his little court of L'Abbaye-aux-Bois, and gave hopes 
even to Mme. Swetchine, de Maistre's convert and Lacor- 
daire's adviser. He had been in every case a most promising 

* Scherer rightly belongs to this group of PoBitivifltB: at the end of his long 
and painful evolution he was the most thoroughgoing relativist of them all. 
(Gt L'llluiion Mitaphynque^ Etudes nur la LitUroHtre Contemporame, ill.) 
We give him no place in this ohapter, beoause, while he was a olose reasoner, 
an excellent scholar, and a brilliant writer, he showed, in this second part 
of his career, no commanding originality. Admired and respected, he had 
no distinct traceable influence. Bishop Dupanloup, in his AverUssemmUt 
1868, in his LUik&itmB §i U PirU Booial, 1866, denounced the erudite but 
modeet scholar, Alfred Maury, along with littr^, Benan, and Taine. But 
this excellent specialist does not belong to us. Victor Duruy, the historian 
of Bome, the great Miniat^y of Public Education, also bitterly attacked by the 
" Clericals," was in full sympathy with this group of men, although his 
position in a repressive Government was a difficult one, and, but for the 
enlightened protection of the Bmperor, would have been untenable. Cf . his 
NoUs ei 8ouv9mr», ch. ill. ^Mon Examen de CofUGienee ; ch. xiii. , Bapporte avee 
le CUrg6, Havet should be mentioned as occupying a middle ground between 
the reverent historians of religions like Benan and the bitter critics of the 
Voltairian type. 
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catechninen, willing, earnest, and supremely intelligent. ETer 
on the eve of taking the decisive step, he would ever disappoint 
the expectations of his friends, and pass on to a new experience. 
Of all men, he was the most unstable, the most elusive and 
slippery ; his mind was a kaleidoscope or a series of dissolving 
views, and himself, according to his admirers, a Proteus — a 
chameleon according to his detractors. Sincere withal, in 
his own undefinable way; disinterested in his evolutions; 
apparently striving for the highest ; a confessed and confirmed 
deserter, and yet, in this respect at least, not despicable. 

Henceforth, he would no longer roam : the quest was at 
an end. ''I have much played and much dreamed in my 
life," he said. ''Now that I am nearing the term» I think." * 

This defines, at least negatively, the religious attitude of 
his last twenty years : he was not an emotionalist, not a mystic, 
and not a bdiever in traditional authority : he was a thinker 
pure and simple, a free-thinker. But free-thought is a Church 
with innumerable sects, from the blank nihilism of M6rim6e 
to the quasi-Protestantism of Quinet. At the time of his 
death, Sainte-Beuve was one of the pontiffs of scientific 
materialism ; but that was a late development, and not wholly 
spontaneous. SUs mind was too subtle and too mobile to 
be permanently satisfied with the most rigid and narrowest 
of all creeds. There are no more metamorphoses in Sainte- 
Beuve from 1848 to 1869 ; but there is a eonstant evolution 
and the old many-sidedness has not disappeared. 



The outward changes in Sainte-Beuve's religious attitude 
were partly the manifestation of this inner development, partly 
the result of political conditions. Few indeed were the French 
men of note in the nineteenth century whose formal religion 
was not affected, or even controlled, by secular considerations* 
The Church was a party, at least a social tendency; every 
party, on the other hand, had its ideal and its creed, its 
mysticism and its orthodoxy, like a sect. Such a condition 
will seem monstrous to readers unfamih'ar with oonditions 

* Caua^ries du Lundi, id. 517. 
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on the Continent, or with the history of their own race : we 
act on the belief that the individnal sool and the State shoold 
be governed on totally different principles. Bat many earnest 
men in the past were not able thus to keep separate the believer 
and the citizen within themselves: to Jesuit, Covenanter, and 
Socialist alike, religion and politics are one. 

This of coarse applies to Sainte-Beuve only in a limited 
degree, for he was the reverse of a fanatic. Bnt his attitude 
was much more decided and consistent in politics than in 
religion, although he never was, strictly speaking, a party 
man. A son of the lower bourgeoisie, closer to the people 
than to the aristocracy, he had the two ruling passions of his 
class. He loved equality — that is to say that he hated privilege 
and was impatient of any assumed superiority — and he loved 
order, which was congenial to his industrious and somewhat 
unheroic nature. Thus he was a democrat, but neither a liberal 
in the doctrinaire sense, nor a demagogue. 

A warm supporter of the opposition under Charles X., he 
applauded the Revolution of 1880, but preserved his inde- 
pendence under Louis-Philippe. The new aristocracy of wealth 
which ruled cynically under the Citizen-King was more obnoxious 
to him than tiie dethroned aristocracy of blood, and the assump- 
tion of infallibility quite as intolerable in Guizot as in Polignac. 
The fall of Louis-Philippe in February, 1848, did not therefore 
cause him any regrets. But neither did the new Republic, 
with its splendid promises, fill him with enthusiasm. He 
was no longer a Romanticist, but a cool, sceptical critic. He 
was a middle-aged bourgeois, somewhat sluggish and timorous,* 
who, suddenly disturbed in his habits of life, cursed between 
his teeth that unwarrantable intrusion of the ideal. Like a 
large number of his compatriots, disgasted with Legitimists, 
Orleanists and Revolutionists alike, he began to look upon 
Louis-Napoleon as the possible saviour of society. In 1849, 
when he came back from his year's lecturing at Li6ge, he began 
the wonderful series of his Monday Talk» {Causeries du Lundi) 

* That he ahowed any oowardioe in thoie days is pore slander on the part 
of LooiB Veumot. He did not leave Paris for Li^e until October, 1848, 
when aU danger was over. 
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in Le CoiufihitionneZ, a paper of Bonapartist tendeiieie&* 
Three yean later, after the Ck>ap d'Etat, on the eve of the 
Empire, hia famoiia article RegreU^ aimed at the Orleaniat- 
Libend coalition, stamped him as an unhesitating supporter 
of the new regime. The article, biting and wonderfolly keen, 
was perhaps nngenerous at the time. Bat to ascribe Sainte* 
Benye's evolntion to mere spite, or fear, or selfish interest, 
is partisan nonsense. A critic, a man of quiet and fie^tidioas 
social tastes, who, with his eyes open, breaks with the mling 
coterie in the Academy, with the University, with the «a2ofu, 
and with the literary Press, is certainly no selfiaeeker. 

Sainte-Benye thus became a semi-official jonmalist of the 
Empire, and as in those years Napoleon m. was hailed by the 
Church as anew Constantino, another Theodosius, the critic was 
exceedingly careful not to oiBTend Catholic susceptibilities. All 
chances of conversion were over for him : the tone of the last 
two volumes of his Port-Royal left no doubt about that. But his 
references to Christianiiy were always reverent ; Catholic sub- 
jects were treated with broad sympathy; there was a note of 
melancholy, ahnost of despair, in the closing lines of Port-Royal, 
which has a decided religious ring. 

But after the Italian war of 1869, when the Ultramontanes 
broke with the Empire, Sainte-Beuve was free to follow his 
natural tendency, which would lead him further and farther 
away from the Church. The New Monday TaUcB {NouveUes 
Causeries du Lwndi)^ which appeared in Le Constitationnd from 
1861 on, were bolder than the first. They opened with an 
onslaught on de Laprade, the poet laureate of the Catholic- 
Liberal opposition [September, 1861] ; a long sni, feline study of 
a ''Mother of the Church," as he dubbed Mme. Swetcldne» 
soon followed [November, 1861] . The fine article on ** Father 
Lacordaire and Four Religious Moments in the Nineteenth 
Century " (March, 1868), the warm tribute to Littr6 at the time of 
his conflict with Mgr. Dupanloup (June- July, 1868), the&vourable 
review of Benan's L^e ofJe^us (Septembw, 1868), were unequi- 
vocal in tone and purpose : Sainte-Beuve, the prudent, shifty 
Sainte-Beuve, had boldly stepped into the arena. 

* And slier 1868 in Le Mamimr, the oflSoial oigan of the Oovenunont. 
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In 1866 he waa made a member of the Imperial Senate, the 
most conseryative political body that France has ever known. 
But his new dignity failed to check his now rapid evolution. It 
would be ezcessiye to say that, almost as soon as he became a 
Senator, he threw himsdf into the opposition : * there is no such 
marked diJBTerence between his articles of 1864 and his articles of 
1866. But his high position and the piquant contrast between 
the opinions of his colleagues and his own gave additional 
weight to his words ; whilst under the influence of age, indepen- 
dence, authority, with a sense of an impending crisis for his 
country and, for himself, unmistakable warnings of approaching 
death, he was growing more and more radical and assertive. In 
his speech of May 19, 1868, in reply to the Bishops in the 
Senate, he stood for his " own diocese," that of common sense, 
free-thought, and science ; he assumed the position, not merely 
of a combatant, but of a leader. 

During these few years of militancy Sainte-Beuve tasted 
genuine popularity for the first time in his life ; to what extent 
he courted this popularity, what influence it had on his evolution, 
is not easy for us to ascertain. There was a noticeable difference 
in his style, which became every year less subtle, less involved, 
more direct, and more forcible : it does not appear that his 
essential beliefs were materially affected thereby. 

• • • • • • 

Political conditions had thus made Sainte-Beuve one of the 
high priests of anti-clericalism and free-thought. A curious 
avatar, no doubt, for the agile and many-sided critic, whose mind 
seemed to grow more active and broader with advancing years ! 
But behind the outward evolution we have to trace another, 
more gradual, deeper, more complex, parallel with the first only 
to a certain extent. The author of Port-Royal never became a 
mere Voltairian scoffer or a pseudo-scientific materialist. 

His mighty work, Port-Royal, took twenty-five years of his 
life (1834-59), and remains one of the great religious books of 
the nineteenth century. Religion, it is true, was not its avowed 
or its primary subject. Sainte-Beuve wanted to study, with 
Port'Royal as a centre, the whole literature of the classical age ; 
* Profesflor O. M. Harper, SamU-Bmim, p. 849. 
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and, especially after the climax, the chapters on Pascal — social 
history, with innnmerable digressions, anecdotes and portraits — 
was an important part of his scheme. Yet, if Sainte-Beaye had 
been prompted ezclnsiYely by intellectaal cariosity^ he would 
have spent less time on the Jansenists. There were many other 
attractive fields, either richer, or more popular, or mora 
pictiiresqua But for Pascal and for the spiritoal significance oi 
Port-Boyal, the annals of the community would be dreary* 
Sainte-Beuye, without ever forgetting his main purpose and his 
special qualifications, which were of a literaiy nature, did full 
justice to the religious import of his subject. He himself studied 
extensiYely, dived into recondite theological works, and displayed 
this unexpected learning, especially in the first two volumes, with 
a complacency dangerously akin to pedantiy. But more im- 
portant for our purpose than all theological lore is the central 
problem of the book — ^the drama of the author's life, of many 
men's lives, the duel between the ** natural man " and the 
Christian, the sceptic and the believer, Montaigne and Pascal. 

That this debate was not for Sainte-Beuve merely an academic 
one can hardly be doubted. Yet he attempted later to cover his 
traces, and made light of his several religious "excursions." 
'* I nibbled at the bait," he said, " but escaped the trap." And he 
would have us believe that eighteenth-century materiaUsmy " in 
all its crudity," was from the first the true foundation of his 
philosophy. The evidence of his own writings is more convincing 
than his denegations. There is in PofirRoyal more than 
historical insight and impartiality; more than the aesthetic 
sentimentalism which he may have learnt firom his Mends of the 
C^nacle ; more, also, than the turbid sensuous religiosity which, 
it is said, his unlawful passion fostered in him : there is a depth 
and an earnestness which personal experience alone can give. 
Pascal and Montaigne were indeed fighting for his soul. 

Sainte-Beuve, materialist though he was, had a keen sense of 
a duality in himself. He was a strange assemblage of a wonder- 
ful intellect, strong and pitilessly clear, with a physical nature 
brutal enough to degrade him in his own eyes, not strong enough 
to rule him entirely and to intoxicate him with the animal joy of 
living. Thus he had, more than better men, the essential 
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Christian experienee : the consciousness of the fall, the '' oonyic- 
iion of sin/' the sentiment of the total depravity of man. He 
was a divided self, the angel and the beast at war within him, 
and the angel, too often worsted, greatly needing some aid from 
above, the saving grace of God.* In all modem French history, 
tiie men who had most radically condemned the natural man, 
moat exclusively relied on the grace of God, were the Jansenists. 
Sainte-Beuve did not write his five volumes for the sole purpose 
of debating in his own mind the eternal question : Nature or 
grace ? But this question, with its immediate bearing on his 
own destiny, coloured the best parts of his work. 

Although Port-Royal was not completed until 1859, the 
struggle was over before 1848: Sainte-Beuve was not a believer. 
Was he ever, in the words of Yinet, '* convinced, but not con- 
verted," persuaded of the truth of Christianity, but prevented by 
his lower nature from professing the truth he knew? It seems 
that exactiy the reverse would be more probable : Sainte-Beuve 
was, theoretically at least, more converted than convinced. He 
wanted a belief, a doctrine, a discipline which would give his life 
unity and dignity : his lower nature was willing to be subdued, but 
his critical intdlect prevented him from accepting the solution 
offered by Jansenism and Calvinism. That solution seemed to him 
historically baseless, philosophically arbitrary. In practice, it 
had inspired noble but one-sided lives, and led to monstrous 
excesses, to harshness and self-mutilation. The radical condem- 
nation of the *' natural man " would lead us back to the exalta- 
tion of monasticism, disease, and insanity, t 

The opposite view is absolute optimism, the belief in the 
goodness of man and Nature, the joyous, large-hearted pan- 
theistic naturalism of Babelais, or, in our own days, Utopian 
Socialism, idyllic anarchism, the humanitarian faith of the 
Bomanticists. Sainte-Beuve had been one of the heralds, if not 

* In this he was not unlike Victor Hugo : but Hugo, a better man on the 
whole, less introspective, more active, easily sell-satisfied, took refuge in his 
Immense pride, sabstitnted contrast for conflict, and found it an effective 
literary device. 

t We are inclined to believe with M. d'HanssonviUethat, far from convinc- 
ing him, his controversy with the Lausanne Protestants finaUy mined his 
faith. 
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one of the protagonists, of Romanticism ; he was to a certain 
extent a democrat, perhaps even a socialist : he hailed Napoleon 
TTT. as a " Saint-Simon on horseback." Bat when CHiristianity 
had become impossible for him, he did not go over to the other 
side. He was too clear-sighted, too critical^ to share in the 
illusions of a group of men which he had abandoned ten years 
before; his native pessimism as to human nature was only 
growing deeper with age, experience, and the spectacle of sociid 
conyulsions. Thus, cut adrift from Supematuralism and Na- 
turalism alike, Sainte-Beuve was left alone, without pilot or star. 

What his formal attitude towards religion was during these 
years of transition (1848-fi9), we haye already seen : it was 
non-committal, respectful, on the whole sympathetic. In the 
absence of any commanding faith of his own, he had to be con- 
tent with substitutes and make-shifls. One of these was *' 1a 
religion des honnetes gens," a code of morals based on honour, 
common sense, moderation, good taste, the '* religion," if the 
term will hold, of Montaigne, Moliere, Lafontaine, Voltaire, on 
their ordinary level. This philosophy, which found its best 
expression in the famous litany : *' Aimer Moliere . . ." * is 
very different from Pantheistic naturalism. It is saner, quieter, 
but more commonplace ; safer, but less generous, less optimistic. 
It is the attitude of middle-aged men who know life too well, and 
have neither fear nor hope. Not to be a dupe, not to be a bore, 
such is the beginning and the end of wisdom. This does toler- 
ably well for ''d'honnetes gens" — sane, healthy, moderate, 
educated, well-to-do people, so long as circumstances remain 
normal. But for saint, sinner, or poet, such a " religion " is not 
even a philosophy : it is a blank. 

On a higher plane, both metaphysically and spiritually, was 
the absolute scepticism which Sainte-Beuve professed at intervals 
during the same years. Although the answer is only Montaigne's 
'' Que sfais-je ? " at least the great question is asked. Some- 
times this scepticism was self-satisfied, almost joyous : moral 
happiness, he says, can be conceived under three forms : Plato on 
Gape Sunium, Lucretius or Epicurus, St. Paul or Jesus. ** A 
fomrth form, scepticism, which understands everything, which 
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faranBfbnns itaelf soooeesiyely into ereiy one, and which conoeiyeB 
human thought as dreaming everything and as creating the 
objeot of its dream: Montaigne, Hume."'*' Montaigne had 
decidedly conquered Pascal. 

Sceptioiflm often leads to intellectoal apathy : Sainte-Benve'B 
was of a different order. It seryed admirably his roling paasiony 
Cnrioaity'*— the only master or mistress to whom he remained 
iaithfal mito death. Jnst as, with Chateaabriand, pride was the 
man himself, and assumed all forms, from virtae to silliness,! 
cnriosity with Sainte-Beaye was his yeiy nature, and ranged 
from scandal and gossip to mystic yearnings. For a long time, 
it was purely Epicurean : '' fond of the rarest hidden flowers, he 
wished to gather the secret and deep poetry which they gaye 
forth." I Gradually, it became more intellectual ; his ideal was 
no longer to ftd in order to enjoy, but primarily to imderftoTuI, 
his mind remaining '' free, serene, cold, impartial." Yet this is 
merely a substitution of judicial for dramatic dilettantism : plea- 
sure remains the goal. But, with the long years of study, the 
early charm yanished ; the seyerer joy of knowing and under- 
standing was itself exhausted ; now curiosity ceased to be selfish. 
It became a virtue — ^the love of truth, the scientific spirit. " It 
seemed to me that, failing the poetical flame which gives colour, 
but deceives, there was no more legitimate and honourable 
employment for the mind than to see things and men as they 
are and to express them as one sees them, to describe, all round 
one's self, as a servant of science, the varieties of the species, 
the diverse forms of human organisation, whose moral aspects 
are strangely modified in society and in the artificial mase of 
doctrines." " Ton [Jansenists] were continually speaking of 
truth, and you sacrificed everything to that which appeared to 
you under that name : I have been in my own way a servant of 
truth, as fiur as I could reach it."§ 

But what is Truth ? The new devotee of Science is still a 
sceptic ; his latest idol is as hollow as any, and the last words 
are discouragement and disgust. " How limited is our sight i 
How short its range! . . . How much like a flickering torch 

* Canumin dtt LiiiMii, xi. 615, NcUa and ThaugJUs. t ^» LuiBon. 
t PorUBaydL 8 Ibid., Condusicn, 

U 
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lighted for an instant in the midst of boundless night! . . • 
How powerless one feds . . . when tiie goal is reached . • . 
when we discover in onr torn that we are bat a most fleeting 
illosion within the infinite niasion ! " * There is earnestness in 
these words of despair ; there is a longing for eternal tmth ; the 
Epicurean scepticism of Montaigne is left behind. 

Joy and confidence were slow in coming. In 1868, in reply 
to Goizot's Meditations, Sainte-Benye gave ns, in the portrait of 
a pnre scientist, philosopher, or critic, parUy his confession, 
partly his ideal. Modest and patient, the critic is a sceptic, 
that is to say not one who donbts, bat one who examines. He 
will never know what he most ardentiy wishes to know: new 
discoveries will give rise to new questions ; the last word will 
ever be a secret. He knows that destraction is a perpetual law 
and condition of life, of its growth and progress ; he knows that 
Nature is hard and pitiless ; that most men are at the mercy of 
their impressions, and are changed by time, circumstances, and 
interests ; that annihilation and oblivion are our destiny here 
below ; that all promises of eternal life are but the echo of our 
own desires. He knows his limitations, and how litUe he has to 
offer to hungry and thirsty men. He has no " good news," as 
men understand it, to bring them ; he pursues in his solitude 
high but imperfect truths which have no price but in and for 
themselves, and for the use of very few. . . . " Such a scientist is 
therefore neither threatening nor tempting ; he even is, if you 
like, a living proof of the insufficiency and of the moral indigence 
of science. I abandon him, incomplete and bare as he is, to the 
believers, happier than ha" Not an ignoble ideal, to be sure ; 
but hardly a cheerful one. 

But if believers may be happier than free-thinkers, they are 
not better, according to Sainte-Beuve. Here we come to the 
exact reverse of the Hedonism which had pervaded his philosophy 
for so many years. We must follow, not the doctrine which 
offers comfort and hope— in other words spiritual pleottfre — ^but 
the one which, harsh or not, seems truest. ** We are no longer 
free. Whether we mourn or rejoice over it, feith is gone ; science, 
whatever may be said, is ruining it ; for all vigorous and sensible 

* JPori-JRoyol) Conehuiom. 
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minds, brought ap on history, armed with criticism, stadying 
natural science, it is no longer possible to believe in the old 
legends and the old Bibles. In this crisis, there is only one 
thing for as to do, if we will not languish and stagnate into 
decay : to pass on quickly, to march firmly, towards an order of 
ideas which are reasonable, probable, consistent, which give 
convictions if not beliefs, and whilst leaving full liberty and 
security to what still survives of the old creeds, to prepare in all 
the young and robust minds a basis for the future. Slowly a new 
morality and a new justice are being evolved, on a new founda- 
tion, no less firm than in the past, even firmer, for the puerile 
fears of childhood will have no place therein. We are men and 
women : let us, as soon as possible, put childish things away. It 
will be difficult for many women, you will say — ^for many men 
too. But in the present state of society, the salvation and 
virility of the nation depend exclusively on such an effort. We 
shall have to choose between Byzantinism and true progress." 
And we must also quote these few words to the students of the 
Paris Medical School : *' I have held for a long time that the sole 
guarantee of the future, of a future of progress, vigour, and 
honour for our nation, was studyf and especially the study of 
natural sciences, of physics, chemistry, and physiology. Thus 
many vague and false ideas will be cleared up or rectified : thus 
in the near future many futile or dangerous questions will gradu- 
ally, imperceptibly, be deprived of their importance, and, who 
knows ? be finally eliminated. Not only the physical hygiene of 
mankind will be the gainer, but its moral hygiene as well. In 
this respect, much remains to be done. Study, work, gentlemen, 
and help to heal some day our sick in mind and body " (May, 
1868). 

These words may fall short of our spiritual ideal ; but there is 
no doubt as to their earnestness, their directness, their moral 
dignity. There is in them a quiet reserve of strength which 
implies a firmer and a more definite fiftith than Sainte-Beuve 
openly professed. We have here the religion of science, stripped 
of all romantic exaggeration, expressed in terms of quasi-scientific 
simplicity. 

This progress in Sainte-Beuve firom Epicurean scepticism to 



212 FRENCH PROPHETS OF YESTERDAY 

Bcientifio stoicism atoned for many weaknesses in his eailier 
life, and explained, almost justified, the words of reverent 
admiration which, when the critio died, Amiel, a keen observer 
and a man of fine spiritual instincts, wrote in his journal : 
^' October 16, 1869 : LoborefniM seems to have been the motto 
of Sainte-Beave, as it was that of Septimus Severus. He died 
in harness, and up to the evening before his last day he still 
wrote, overcoming the sufferings of the body with the energy of 
the mind. To-day, at this veiy moment, they are laying him 
in the bosom of Mother Earth. He refused tiie Sacraments of 
the Church ; he never belonged to any confession ; he was one 
of the ' great diocese,' that of independent seekers of truth, 
and he allowed himself no final moment of hypocrisy. He 
would have nothing to do vrith any one, except with Qt)d only — 
or, rather, the mysterious Isis beyond the veil." * 



2. 

Taine is the best representative of French thought under the 
Second Empire. Victor Hugo, Michelet, were incomparably 
superior to him in poetic power : but they were survivors of 
a defeated generatioit; their position, although honoured, was 
isolated, eccentric. Auguste Comte, Benouvier, Yacherot were 
more original and more consistent thinkers: but they were 
not in touch with the general public. Sainte-Beuve and Benan 
ranked with Taine as the intellectual leaders of the age. But 
Sainte-Beuve laboured for many years under the unpopularity 
which his early adhesion to the Empire had brought upon him : 
complex, cautious, even timid, he did not openly assume, until 
the last few years of his life, the authority and responsibility of 
a leader. Benan, with his ecclesiastical grace, his elusive irony, 
his Celtic dreaminess, seemed distant, superior, enigmatic. 
Taine, rigid, fearless, brilliant, assertive, and forceful, was, from 
his student years at the Normal School to his deatii, a master. 

Taine's career is remarkable for its unity of spirit, method, 
and purpose. Yet the events of 1870-71 eoloored his 
imagination and influenced his judgment to such a point ttiafc 
the historian of The Origins of Cantemporafy France seemed 

* AmieVs Journal , tranalated by Bin. Humphry Ward, Maomillan, 189L 
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repeatedly in contradiotion with the author of Classieal ^'^^ 
Philo9opher$ or EngJuk LUerature.* We have to deal excln- r' 
sirely with Taine under the Second Empire. Then he was 
considered as a thoroughgoing exponent of Positivism and eren 
materiaUsm. Seherer, with cold and still uncertain sympathy, 
Garoi with nnctaons hostility,! Mgr. Dnpanlonp, with open 
violence, denounced him as such. He himself, without doing 
homage to Gomte or Littr6, accepted the name. '*0f all 
three," he wrote in his private notes after a discussion with 
Berthebt and Benan — ** of all three, I am the most radical 
Positivist." I 

Taine first asserted his position by a masterpiece of destruc- 
tive criticism, French PhUo$opher9 of the Nineteenth Century. % 
Young Positivism challenged official Spiritualism to mortal 
combat. Witty, disrespectful, cutting, this book created 
scandal: Taine was accused of seeking revenge for private 
wrongs by attacking a whole school of philosophy, pouring 
ridicule, not only on the living head of that school, but on dead 
masters — ^Maine de Biran, Boyer-CoUard, JonSroj — ^whom he 
had not personally known. He was blamed also for introducing 
the brilliant and eJBTective methods of journalistic polemics into 
the austere and serene domain of abstract thought. The younger 
generation sided with Taine, and posterity seems to have ratified 
tiieir verdict. The eclecticists or spiritualists whom he so 
effectually routed were not entitled to the immunities and 
privileges of pure philosophy. They had beccmie as a school 
time-servers, administrators, orators, rather than disinterested 
thinkeirs. Taine did not dislodge Spiritualism firom its official 
stronghold: he granted that its domination would last for 
another quarter of a century, and it outlived that term by a 
decade. But, in spite of State support, eclectic Spiritualism 



* E.g., his delauoe of the JsooUns agftlxut Oarlyle {BngU»h Lit^raturB, y.), 
the mott Bpirited refntstion thftt hM yet been offered of his own gxeat work 
on the Bevolntion. The change was eo complete that many of his enemiee 
in the ▲cademy in 1864, when they refaied his Englith LUeratwn a well- 
desenred prise, had become his sapporteis in 1878. 

t In L'ld^ ds i>MM St tf8 ^ouofOMflB OrOigiMS. X Corr., U., p. 844. 

S First published as a series of articles, later remodelled, softened, and 
renamed OlaameaL French PkUoeophen. 
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was no longer a living doctrine. Taine did his coontiy an 
excellent service by proclaiming the fiEUst abroad. Philistine 
common sense, vested interests, order, prodence, and rhetoric 
were idols which he refosed to worship. 

More conrteous, bnt no less nneqnivocali was Taine's con- 
demnation of the Romantic or sentimental spirit in religions 
philosophy. His article on Reynaud's Earth and Heaven was 
his first contribation to the Revue des Deux Mondes (1855) ; 
he was twenty-seven, and spoke with the finality of a supreme 
judge. There was no saspicion of selfishness or insincerity 
aboat Jean Reynaud : but at the back of his poetical and harm- 
less transmigration theories there larked the old £edlacy of 
> I Chateaabriand : "I desire this good, therefore I shall have 
it. My dream is pleasant, therefore it is tma" But the truth 
of a doctrine, answered Taine, has nothing to do with its 
beauty, any more than with its usefulness ; philosophy is neither 
^. an instrument of government nor an invention of poetry : " Let 
'>J us therefore separate science from poetiy and from practical 
morality. . . . Science must not accommodate herself to our 
tastes, but our tastes to her dogmas ; she is a queen, not a 
servant ; and if she be not a queen, then she is the vilest of all 
servants, because she belies her nature and demeans her dignity. 
Let her not think of governing the crowd ; let her remain in 
solitude ; let her pursue truth slone ; dominion will come to her 
later, or it will never come, it matters not. She is miles above 
practical and active life ; she has reached her goal, and has 
nothing more to do or to claim, as soon as she has found 
truth." 

This defines nobly the true scientific spirit as found in Darwin, 
Pasteur, Littr6, Claude Bernard, Berthelot. Philosophers, 
critics, historians had hitherto too often relied on their imagina- 
tion and their personal judgment. Taine set up a new standard 
as exacting as that of the chemist and the physiologist. And so 
fiir as in him lay he lived up to that standard. In spite of his 
delicate health he was an incessant worker, and gave a splendid 
example of industry and conscientiousness. After conquering a 
certain kind of popularity and well-deserved authority he never 
relaxed. In his books he marshalled a formidable array of 
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minate faets, and back of them one feels the presence of a still 
more formidable army held in reserve. To all appearances, 
therefore, Taine made good his claim to a place among positive 
scientists. He served truth alone, and sought truth in the 
observation of facts. 

But the elimination of all practical or sentimental considera- 
tions was only the first point of Taine's scientific creed. The 
next step was the proclamation of the absolute unity of science, 
in other words the assumption of monistic determinism. This 
doctrine, which had taken a strong hold of Taine's imagination 
even while he was still in college, was implied in his Essay on 
lAtyy^ and was expressed with remarkable precision in the short 
preface which, after securing an academic prize, he added to the 
work : '' Man, says Spinoza, is not in Nature like an empire 
within an empire, but like apart in a whole ; and all the motions 
of the spiritual aiUomaion which is our being are as well 
regulated as those of the material world in which it is 
included."* Later, in the Introduction to his History of 
English Literature^ he spoke, if not more strongly, at least 
more crudely ; '* Whether fkcts be physical or moral makes no 
difiference : thev must have causes ; there are causes for ambition, 
energy, truthfalness, just the sa^e as for digestion, muscnla; 
motion, animal warmth. Vice and virtue are products, like 
vitriol and sugar, and any complex notion arises firom the 
combination of simpler notions on which it depends." t 

So far Taine seemed to be a materialist pure and simple, a 
lineal descendant of the eighteenth-century philosophers, a 
Lamettrie, a d'Holbach with a vrider range of culture. His 
admiration for Condillac, the theorist of that school, whose 
method he so unreservedly praised in his Classical Philosophers, 
lent colour to this interpretation ; there was much truth in it 
After the collapse of Romanticism and eclecticism the eighteenth 
century did revive, not in Taine alone, but in many of his 
contemporaries, and these among the greatest. It was the time 
when Sainte-Beuve boasted that " the eighteenth century in all 
its crudity" was the true foundation of his beliefs; when 
Proudhon said to Persigny : '' Volney, sir, is my master — 

* JDtsay on lAvy, Pnfftoe, 1866. f LitUraUire Anglaue, Prefaoe, zv. 
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Yolnej, Dnpnis, Fr6rety Diderot, d'Alembert, YoltsirB, the 
PhytsiooratSy Gondillac, Molidre, Bayle, and Babelak: these 
are my Fathers, fmch ig my tradition";* when Michelet 
wrote: ''The great centwry^ I mean the eighteenth. . . ." 
Eighteenth-centniy science, narrow as it was, had aehiered 
notable triumphs, and there were enduring qoalitiee of clear- 
ness, directness, sincerity in eighteenth-centniy thon^t. 
After fifty years of unjust disparagement all this great effort 
was at last appreciated. 

Such was the fundamental element in Taine. We ha^e 
his own word for it; the man who in his latter years 
denounced with such bitterness the classical spirit, as rereaM 
in the French culture of the eighteenth century, belonged 
essentially to the school he falminated against. '' My turn 
of mind is French and Latin ; to classify ideas in a regular 
and progressive order in the way of naturalists, according to 
the rules of ideologists, in a word cratoricaUy,'* t He was 
first of all a logician and an orator. It was the flawless 
concatenation of propositions and consequences in Spinosa that 
won his adhesion. He was more interested in ideas, in laws, in 
causes, than in positive £ftcts or in poetic fancies. His method, 
which he opposed at the same time to the arbitrary spiritualism 
of Cousin, to the agnosticism of Littre, and to the empiricism 
of Stuart Mill, was based on three operations : analysis, abstrac- 
tion, generaUsation ; it was the method of geometiy and pure logic, 
the simplest form of Rationalism. The aim of such a method is 
the discovery of axioms, from which all secondary truths can 
be inferred deductively. In £ftct, in the first part of his career 
geometrical comparisons are very frequent in Taine's writings. 
He borrowed Hegel's '' History is living geometry," and went so 
feur as to say, '' A man is an axiom." With his theoiy of the 
''ruling faculty" he attempted to give the definition, the 
formula, of a man, as mathematicians give the formula of a 
curve. This was strikingly exemplified in his Livy at the 
beginning of his career, in his Napoleon at the end. Taine was 
too learned and too clear-sighted, of course, to maintain that 
the results of psychology and history have the same unerring 

* IMlaJwUie^viL,^.14A. f NoIm in Corr., u., p. 860. 
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aceuracy as those of mathematics. In a letter to Ernest Havet * 
he limited and toned dowu some of his previous aflSurmations. 
There are €acact and inexact sciences, the first grouped ronnd 
mathematies, the second round history; both deal with 
quantities, but in the first ease these quantities are measurable, / ) 
in the second they are not. The necessary and precise relations ' 
which exist between historical factors, although not measurable, 
are entitled to the name of laws, like the similar relations which 
exist in natural sciences. But the yery words inexact eciencee 
imply an aspiration towards the complete, the perfect type of the 
exact sciences. The discovery of generative formula, which he 
identified with caueee and endowed with a sort of metaphysical 
existence, remained Taine's ultimate goal. The conception of 
the world which results from such a system is admirably 
described in the last page of Claesical Philoeophers. From 
abstraction to abstraction we rise to the notion of a few supreme 
laws, and finally of one firom which all the others are deduced. 
Such is the final object of science. '' Then the notion of Nature 
begins to dawn upon us. Through this hierarchy of necessities 
the world forms a single and indivisible being, of which all 
beings are members. At the summit of things, on the ultimate 
height of luminous and inaccessible Ether, the Eternal Axiom is 
uttered, and the prolonged repercussion of this creative formula 
engenders by its inexhaustible undulations the immensity of the 
universe. Any form, any change, any motion, any idea, is one \ ] 
of its acts. It exists in all things, and is limited by nothing. *!' 
Matter and thought, planet and man, armies of suns, an insect's 
palpitation, life and death, grief and joy, there is nothing that 
does not express it, and nothing that expresses it completely. 
. . . When its serene and sublime face is unveiled there is 
no man's mind that does not reel, struck with admiration 
and horror. At the same moment that mind recovers : it 
forgets its mortal destiny and its insignificance; it enjoys 
through sympathy this Infinity which it conceives, and partakes 
of its grandeur." t ^ 

Such a conception is absolutely exclusive of a personal God,Y 
and of any form of sentimental religion. On this point Taine 

• 1864, Con., U., p. S99. t PMotqpto CloifisiMt, p. 371. 
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did not vary. In politics he veered in after-life to extreme 
Gonservatism, and thereby won the admiration and sympathy of 
the Catholics. As a historian he came more and more to 
realise the admirable work done by the Chorch in saying from 

. the wreck of the ancient world some fragments at least of human 
coltore ; as an artist, as a reader of Ghateanbriand and Micheleti 
he felt the deep poetry of futh and worship : " There is no need 
for OS to give up poeby or to break with the past. We remain 
on oar knees before the sanctuaries where for three [ric] thousand 
years mankind has prayed : we do not tear a single rose from 
the wreaths with which it has crowned its divine Madonnas ; we 
do not put out a single one of the lamps with which it has 
covered the steps of its altars; we admire with an artist's 
pleasure the precious shrines in which, amidst wrought cande- 
labra, suns of diamonds and resplendent copes, it has lavished 
the purest treasures of its genius and of its heart."* But 
beyond these hallowed forms he sees the "impalpable ideal," 
the " profound generating powers," the invisible, unchangeable 
Laws, by which all living forms come to the light of day. His 
rigid determinism was not affected by his historical or sBsthetic 
sympathies. On the central question of religion, that of a 
personal Ood, he remained at the antipodes of Christianity. 

Sometimes his hard and dry Rationalism, under the influence 
of Goethe and of Romanticism, would seem to expand, to soften, 
to become organic. The universe, instead of a system of 
inflexible laws derived from " the eternal axiom," would appear 
to him as a life, as a being: "Wherever there is life, even 
brutal and maniacal, there is beauty. The more one contem- 
plates nature the more divine it appears, divine in its rocks and 
in its plants. . . ." t This intuition of the living unity of 
nature, which he admired so much in Ooethe, did not perhaps 
exist spontaneously in him ; but he understood it, reproduced it, 
cultivated it, and in all his works there are pages of enthusiastic, 
almost religious, description. But, admirable as they are, these 

( passages are " purple patches," bits of naturalistic pantheism 
tagged on to the drab coat of eighteenth-century BAtionalism. 
Taine starts from the lavni of the material world, and applies 

* Liu. Ang., iv., p. 863. f Ibid., iv., p. 864. 
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them to the intellectoal and spiritual ; whereas Goethe's point of 
departure was the concept of life, which, from the spiritual world, 
would extend down even to brote matter. Although this 
organic view of natore has been identified with Germanic 
thought, there have been Frenchmen — ^Rabelais, Diderot, Victor 
Hugo — ^who held it spontaneously, and gave it magnificent ex- 
pression. Taine was not one of them. In his pantheistic pas- 
sages he impresses us as a virtuoso or as an inspired translator. 

Taine's rationalistic and monistic philosophy was much richer 
in its details and much more grandiose in its ultimate deyelop- 
ments than the commonplace and shallow doctrines which 
generally go by the name of Rationalism. It represents the 
aristocracy of its kind. But its fundamental identity with them 
cannot be denied. Taine wrote to Havet in 1878: "The 
legitimate queen of the world and of the future is not what in 
1789 they called reason; it is what in 1878 we call science," 
But his conception of science was two generations behind that of . 
Pasteur, for instance ; it remained a metaphysical-logical system ' / / 
propped up by innumerable facts, instead of a disinterested 
collection of &cts leading to provable results. Although Taine's 
erudition blinded most of his contemporaries and himself, he 
was not a scientist, but a logician. If, following his own method, 
we attempted to give his formula, we should call him a French 
rationalist dragged skyward by Hegel, earthward by Stuart Mill, 
and making the best of the situation. 

Magnificent, but cold and comfortless, seemed the transcen- 
dental geometry which in ^' M. Paul's " system took the place 
of metaphysics and religion. It satisfied certain intellects, but 
held nothing for the heart. Spinozas and even Yacherots are 
infrequent visitors in this world, and there is something almost 
inhuman in their power of mental abstraction. Taine was their 
worthy pupil : it was said of him, when he was still a very young 
man, " He will live for thinking," and he verified the prediction. 
Yet he remained human, all too human, and his scientific deter- 
minism was perhaps naught but a mask, or at least a discipline 
heroically accepted. 

Taine was not an Olympian, like Goethe; his mind was 
sensitive and passionate. His view of the world was not calm, 
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orderly, serene, like his philosophy, hot Tiolent and somhre* In 
his chapter on Shakespeare he summed up the psychologioal 
conceptions underlying the French and the English dramas. 
To the reasonable and Ipgical psychology of Descartes, Gomeille, 
Racine (! ?), he opposed Shakespeare's: ''Man is a nerrons 
machine, goTemed by his temperament, snbject to hallnoinations, 
swayed by uncontrollable passions, essentially unreasonable, a 
compound of the beast and the poet ; Yeanre is his wit, sensibility 
his yirtue, imagination the spring of his actions and their guide ; 
through the most determined and the most complex oiroumstanees 
he is driven at random to despair, to blindness, and to death." * 
This psychology, which he ascribed to Shakespeare and Esquirol, 
was fundamentally Us. After the terrible eyents of 1870-71 
his imagination was further darkened, and his Origins of Ccnr 
temporary France are a gigantic nightmare. But long before, 
when he was young and successful in an orderly and prosperous 
nation, he was already a pessimist. The misanthropy of his 
Life and Opinions of Thomas Qraindorge is as savage as Swift's. 
Under the brilliant forms of civilisation he saw meanness andi 
brutality everywhere. Man was already for him a '' lascivious 
gorilla." From a single chapter we cull the following notes: 
" From the age of twenty to thirty man, with great difficulties, 
strangles his ideal ; then he lives, or thinks he lives, at peace ; 
but it is the peace of a mother who has murdered her first child." t 
** In order to get an idea of man and life one must have gone to 
the verge of suicide, or to the threshold of madness, at least 
once." I ** To have an alibi [to escape from the horror and 
tedium of life]. In our climates one has work, literature, 
society ; in addition, among the lowest classes, alcohol, which is 
the literature of the poor. In the East they have opium and 
dreams. ... In Europe we have science. It is also a slow 
and intelligent suicide." § Graindorge is only a mask ; perhaps 
Taine should not be held accountable for the gruesome humour 
of that extraordinary meat-packer and Ph.D. But in Taine's 

• LUt. Ang., ii., p. 945. f T. Q., p. 807. \ Ibid., p. 808. 

I ThiB oonoeption of Bolenoe m an opiate is etriotly parijlel wiUi Laoonto 
da Lisle'fl — and before him Baadslaire'e— conoeption of ark Soienoe for 
■oienoe' eake— ari tor art*B sake : apparent diainterestednesa, wont form of 
selflahnew. 
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mort thonghtfal, most dispassionate work. Intelligence^ we find 
at the bottom the same spirit, the same theory. ** Madness is 
not a distinct and separate empire : our daily life borders on it, 
and we all belong to it through setae part of onrselyes," said 
Graindorge. ** Oar mental life eonsists in a constant straggle 
against hallaoination. Sanity is an unstable state of eqailibrium. 
A perception is a hallacination that happens to be trne/' echoes, 
in his natural yoice, Taine the psychologist. 

Whilst most rationalists are '* once-born men," to borrow 
William James's usefol terminology, Taine was a ** sick soul." 
The disease improperly called ** le mal du sitele," which began 
with Rousseau's Saint-Preux and Goethe's Werther^ was not 
cured at the time of the Second Empire, only it was stoically 
concealed : ^' Suffer and die without a word." Like their elders, 
Taine's contemporaries were sad and inclined to rebellion ; hap- 
piness seemed impossible, truth inaccessible, society ill-con- 
structed, man corrupt, and his destiny Titiated through some 
monstrous disproportion in the pieces of his structure. Many 
ways out of this terrible situation had been attempted : reckless 
enjoyment, commonplace prudence, ambition, a blind return to 
the old belie&: all had failed. Now Goethe's solution was 
tried : '^ Seek to know thyself and to understand the world." 
But e?en this reuiedy was not immediately applicable. '^ Our 
generation, like its predecessors, suffered from the disease of 
the century, and will neyer fully recoTcr. We shall perhaps 
attain truili, but not peace. Our intellect is all we can hope 
to cure at present: oyer our sentiments we haye no control. 
But we haye the right to entertain for others hopes which we 
haye giyen up for ourselyes, and to prepare for our descendants 
a happiness which we shall neyer enjoy. Brought up in a 
wholesomer atmosphere, perhaps they will haye a healthier 
soul." * 

Perhapi: and this hope alone ennobles scientific research, 
transforms it from idle curiosity into religious service, firom 
an opiate into a remedy. Meanwhile, what will be the philo- 
sopher's attitude in the moral world? One doctrine exists, 
so sad, so strong, so serene that it appeals irresistibly to the 

* lAU. Ang.9 !▼., p. 
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pessimist and the detenninist : that is Stoicism. Manms 
Aurelius, too, saw the sad spectacle of a world in rains — ^im- 
poverished and cormpty worse in every respect than oars. And 
he, as Emperor, felt the whole crashing harden weighing on his 
shoalders. ''Like a pilot withont hope he steered his ship, 
knowing fall well that the ship would sink." * One idea 
enabled him to remain firm at his post: the conception of 
Natare as a single being, of which we are all members : " Be 
comforted, ye sajffering men: on all sides immensity envelops 
yon, and imparts its peace onto you ; natare, whether it exalts 
or crashes yoa, makes yon partake of its strength or of its 
repose.*' " We have learnt mach in sixteen centaries," the 
critic goes on to say ; " bat we have discovered no ethical 
doctrine which eqaals the loftiness and the truth of this one. 
Our positive science has penetrated more carefully into the 
details of the laws which govern the world: but except for 
differences of expression, it leads to the same general view/' f 

But Taine's Stoicism never was "active and tender," like 
de Yigny's ; it remained hard, cold, and proud. It was a 
doctrine of haughty resignation, not of love and hope. Bom 
of determinism and despair, it could lend dignity and unity 
to a scholar's life : as an organic faith for struggling men and 
women it was powerless. Taine's influence was immense, but 
hardly in the spiritual domain ; what he taught most efficiently 
was materialism during the first half of his career, conservatism 
during the second. 

From the moral point of view Taine was a saint. Not one 
of the amiable type, to be sure, for he lacked abandon and cheer- 
fulness ; but one worthy of our deepest admiration and respect. 
His long literary career was devoted to the sole service of truth, 
without rest and without fear. As a scholar he had a wonder- 
fully broad culture, omnivorous curiosity, and a unique capacity 
both for significant detail and generalisation. As an artist, his 
was not the gift of creating life, nor the power of mystic sug- 
gestion : he was great as a painter, although one is conscious 

* Nouveaux E$9ai8, 'p, 9Q, 

t Ibid., 1866. " Marcos AorelioB is the noUest soul that ever lived *' 
(Ibid., p. 95). 
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of a certain strain in his best descriptive passages; he was 
supreme as an analyst, and we know of nothing in the whole 
range of literature to match his passionate logic, so masterly 
and so sincere, at the same time so well controlled and so 
ardent. 

Yet there is a growing sentiment that this lover and servant 
of trath had in him something fimdamentally nnsoond, and 
that his inflaence, on the whole, was not good. Heterogeneous 
elements — ^French rationalism, German metaphysics, English 
conservatism and prudence, romantic pessimism were in him, 
not harmonised, but forcibly brought together. He whose chief 
quality seemed to be clearness remains a more equivocal thinker 
than the elusive Sainte-Beuve and Benan. An appearance of 
unanswerable logic, a display of minute facts, an imperious style, 
and above all the ardour of evident sincerity, gave outward unity 
to a complex and contradictory system. His example strengthened 
that which is more dangerous than ignorance, and e^n than 
frivolity — pseudo-science. Clear, honest thinking in the good 
old French way, modest, cautious, painstaking research of the 
modem kind, suffered equally from the success of this pessimistic 
poet, earnestly masquerading as a logician and a scientist. His 
intellect was a powerful and delicate instrument which, through 
some original vice, was untrue : perhaps the harsh word of a 
political opponent was none too harsh : ** Taine est un esprit 
&ux/' Always stimulating, always unreliable and dangerous, 
he has been unduly praised as an intellectual and spiritual 
leader; whilst his fame as an artist is firmly established, 
and will probably grow brighter when his scientific claims 
are dismissed and forgotten. 
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CHAPTER IV 

SBNS8T BBNAK 

** An fond de nou est eonuna nna icmtaiiiii de fte, nne fonteiDaolHie, 
ot pzofondB, oh ae rdfiAte rinfini.*'— BnrAii, Saint Paul, p. 905. 

*' Thb characteristie feature of the nineteenth centniy is the 
snbstitation of the historieal for the dogmatic method in all 
stadieB relating to the human mind. . . . History, indeed, is the 
necessary form of the stady of all that which is sabject to 
the laws of changing and saccessiye life ; . . . the science of 
languages is the history of languages . . . the science of the 
human mind is, in the same way, the history of the human mind, 
and not merely the analysis of the working parts of the indiyidual 
soul. . . . The great progress of criticism has consisted in sub* 
stituting the category of beeanUng for that otbeing, the conception 
of the relative for that of the absolute, motion for immobility.'* * 
These words, found in Benan's Prefiice to his first published 
work, Averroes et rAverraUmef are his declaration of principles, 
his manifesto as a critic, a historian, and a philosopher. We 
may not fully accept Renan's method ; but there is no doubt 
that, in his own case, it provides the only guiding thread to the 
''enchanted maze," as it was apUy called, of his religious 
thought. The only way of analysing Renan's complex ideas 
is to trace their origin and their development. 

1. Influences, 18S3-i8. 

Renan was bom in the small but ancient episcopal city of 
Tr6guier, in Brittany. On his father's side his ancestry was 
of pure Breton stock ; his mother was half Gascon. He always 

* Averr(a$, Prefsoe, vii. 
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eonsidered himself as a Celt, and took pride in his race ; * bnt 
he did not disown the Sonthem element in his blood: the 
Qasoon within him, soeptieal, light*hearted, Montaigne's trae 
eompatriot, would, he confesses, play '* monkey tricks " on the 
dreamy, melancholy, idealistic Breton. It is exceedingly difficult 
to appreciate such elusiye elements as racial characteristics and 
influences : Taine's method of ascribing everything to " race, 
surroundings, and times " often is a hindrance rather than 
a help. But in Benan's case we are on tolerably safe ground. 
Brittany is not a mere prorince of France : geology, history, 
ethnography stamp it as a little world apart, much more different 
from the rest of the country than Normandy is from Sussex 
or Lorraine from the Palatinate. From the religious point 
of view, especially, the originality of Brittany cannot be doubted, 
nor the potency of her action. The whole history of religious 
thought in nineteenth-century France could be summed up in the 
study of three Bretons : Chateaubriand, the herald of esthetic 
Catholicism : Lamennais in his triple capacity as theocrat, 
liberal, and humanitarian ; Benan himself, who combined and 
rivalled the influences of Voltaire, Chateaubriand, and Auguste 
Comte.t 

Benan was brought up in the Catholic faith. But that faith 
was strongly coloured by the national spirit and local traditions. 
The tremendous progress of Ultramontanism in the nineteenth 
century has almost obliterated all these provincial differences, so 
strong before the Bevolution, and to the remnants of which a few 
people clung tenaciously even as late as under the Second 
Empire.! Breton Catholicism had neither the austere naked- 
ness of Jansenism nor the dignified and reasonable moderation 
of Gallicanism, still frequently found three-quarters of a century 
ago among the aristocracy of tiie Bench ; it had little in common 
with the gaudy materialism of Italian superstition. Bigidly 
orthodox, and deeply spiritual at the core, it was covered with a 
thick, fantastic growth of legends and practices, many of which, 
no doubt, were of pagan and Druidic origin. The clergy 

* Ot. 8<mfvmi/rsv:xdTh4Po$tryofih§0$UicBaes$. 
t Cf . alflo Hello, the great OaUiolio m jetio, so diilennt from the oratoze and 
polemUteof theOhoroh. { Of . the quMtUm of the Lyonneee Liturgy. 

IS 
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had to tolerate, while trying to disoonrage, these traditions. 
Benan's mother, her Breton piety quaintly shot through with 
Gascon rationalism and homoor, wonld tell the boy the miracles 
of these strange local saints. It is not indifferent to note that 
the religion of Benan's compatriots was not so much a system of 
dogmas or a code of ethics as a rich and naive mythology. 

The whole of Benan's education, up to his twenty-third year, 
was in the charge of priests. Not only did they inspire him with 
sentiments of sffection and respect which nothing could efface, 
but they lEashioned his soul in the image of their own. Benan 
remained a priest all his life. One could not meet him without 
being struck'by his sacerdotal appearance. Sleek and bland, he 
was better entitled than Sainte-Beuve to the dignity of bishop 
" in partibus infidelium." * His soul remained a ^' secularised 
cathedral " ; you may turn it into a stable or a bam, there still 
lingers an all-pervading fragrance of incense. Like his early 
masters, Benan devoted all his life to the service of the ideal ; 
like them, he showed admirable conscientiousness in the accom- 
plishment of his daily task. Like them, too, he preserved in social 
relations, and under the form of the most exquisite politeness, a 
certain aloofiiess which to the uninitiated might seem the evidence 
of a cold and selfish heart. He relates in his Sotvoenin how his 
grandmother, under the Consulate, called on a priest whose life 
she had saved at the time of the Bevolution. Instead of the 
cordial gratitude she expected, she received nothing but coldness, 
and went away in tears. Benan would have been less rude, but 
as little moved : a priest is not a man. He loved his sister 
Henriette dearly, but in his Memoir of her he intimates that he 
often treated her with seeming indifference. His friendship with 
Berthelot was admirably pure and lofly : but there was no touch 
of familiarity, no abandon in it Henriette and Berthelot, who 
had not reached the same degree of sublime aloofiiess, com- 
plained repeatedly of his apparent lack of interest in them. His 
critics — and they are still as bitter as forty years ago — claim 
that selfishness was the keynote of his life.t To be rightly 

* Of. Sainto-BenvB'B leferanoe to hU " diooeae." 

t Gf. Gabriel S^aiUes : E, JSmon, Etaai d§ biograpMs piyehcHogigue, Fdrrin, 
1895. ExoeUant, but ezoeedixigly aevere. Alao, recently, Parigot : Bemm^ 
ou VEg&time moroL 



•J 



ERNEST BENAN 227 

understood, hie attitude should be compared with that of the 
Jansenists ; the famous scene at the wicket is a striking instance 
of inhumanity dictated by religious conscientiousness. He him- 
self justified the priest who almost rebuked Benan's grandmother, 
his benefactress, by quoting the words of Jesus, whose unwonted 
harshness has puzzled so many souls : '' Woman, what haye I to 
do with thee?" 

There is pride in such self-sacrifice : all stoics, whether Pagan 
or Christian, are conscious of belonging to a moral aristocracy. 
The feeling that the sendee of God conferred the truest and 
highest nobility was early instilled in Benan's mind, and re- 
mained unshaken to the last. This poor boy, whose father was 
a skipper, and whose mother kept a small ^age shop, remains 
in French literature as the most complete type of the aristocrat. 
His courtesy was that of a prince; '* transcendent disdain" 
lurked behind his unassuming and kindly exterior. 

In one other respect was the Catholic stamp indelibly im- 
printed on Benan's mind : he, the freest of free-thinkers, 
retained in all things the Boman idea of authority. Between 
his youthful dream of 1848, The FiUwre of Science^ and his 
nightmare of 1871, the last of the Philosophical Dialogues^ there 
is one common point : to science, the new religion, should by 
right belong absolute dominion, with the power of inflicting 
tortures and death. After a few years of passive hostility, he 
frankly accepted the Empire ; when Sedan had made the Bona- 
partes impossible, he advocated a return to the legitimate 
monarchy; and whilst, in his latter years, democracy idolised 
him blindly in spite of all rebuffs like Caliban^ he stiU professed 
his inclination for an ** enlightened tyranny." We shall see 
that this lingering fondness for authority, after he had under- 
mined the historical foundation of authority, left his moral and 
religious theories in a singularly delicate position. 

Transferred at fifteen and a half from the small college of 
Tr6guier to the Parisian school of Saint Nicolas du Chardonnet, 
under the direction of a brilliant young Abbe, the future Bishop 
of Orleans, Mgr. Dupanloup, Benan saw a new world open 
before him, less pure, but infinitely more varied, than that of his 
native Brittany. Joseph de Maistre, LamartinCi Michelet, were 
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revealed to his yonng mind, and fiUed it with dreama. The 
medisBTal histoiy of lUQohelet in particohur took hold of him, and 
enraptured him to sach a point that he was unable to take any 
note. The passages on Joan of Arc, with their exquisite tender- 
ness and pathos, their blending of sound historical eritioism 
with loTing reyerenoe for the legend, are the fane model of 
Benan's Uift of Jesua and the earlier masterpiece, although by 
far the less important, is perhaps the more perfect of the two. 

From Abbe Dupanloup's preparatory school, Benan passed 
to Issy, a suburban branch of the illustrious Higher Seminary 
of Saint-Sulpice. Thus, after a glimpse of the modem world, he 
was again steeped into the past. Saint*Sulpice had remained 
practically unchanged since the days of Olier. The Sulpicians 
had retained, in 1842, the same reserved and dignified piety, 
the same modest industry, the same other-worldliness combined 
with reasonableness and learning, which, two centuries before, 
had made their seminary almost the peer of Port-Boyal. The 
atmosphere of Issy was admirably congenial to the serious- 
minded young scholar ; the ** beautiful mystic park," as he calls 
it, with the ancient peace of its formal and melancholy walks, 
was oyer dear to his memory. But it was at Issy that doubt 
began to assail him. Benan repeated so often that science, and 
science alone, had ruined his fiAith, that most critics simply take 
his word for it. As a matter of fact, his beliefe were greatly 
shaken long before he undertook his philological and historicid 
studies. His letters to his sister Henriette prove this point 
beyond dispute. It was philosophy, not erudition, which caused 
him to doubt. Benan was a rationalist before, as well as after, 
he became a scientist ; and nationalism was taught him by the 
priests themselves. Although M. Olier had mystic experiences, 
the piety of Saint-Sulpice bore the imprint of tiie classical age ; 
it was strongly tinged with Cartesianism. The influence of 
Malebranche on Benan should not be overlooked. '^ I am now 
reading, with extreme enjoyment, the philosophical works of 
Malebranche, undoubtedly the finest thinker and the most 
merciless logician that ever existed," he wrote in January, 1848, 
and nearly thirty years later, in his PhUoiophieal Dialogue$f it 
was in the words of Malebranche, ** Dieu n'agit pas par dea 
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Tolont^s particalidreB/' that he expressed the essential principle 
of his theodicy.* Benan was a free-thinker before he became 
a Hebrew scholar. ** There is -another kind of intellectnal 
freedom, wiser, respecting all things worthy of respect, despising 
neither persons nor beliefiB, inquiring calmly and straightforwardly, 
nsing the reason Gt)d has bestowed becaose it was given for 
that purpose, never accepting nor rejecting any opinion on merely 
human authority. This is a freedom permitted to all men, and 
why not to a priest ? " t Why not ? '' Malebranche certainly 
was a bold thinker, and yet he was a priest, nay, more, a 
member of a religious congregation.'* X It should be remembered 
that in the Catholic Church it is Bationalism — of a certain kind, 
of course — that is orthodox, and fideism — ^the doctrine that faith 
is based on faith alone — ^a heresy, as Lamennais, Bautain, and 
of recent years Brunetidre had to be told. Benan tells us indeed : 
^' My faith was destroyed by historical criticism, not by scholastic 
logic or philosophy," and to all appearances his orthodoxy was 
intact before he took up the study of Semitic languages. But 
in the next page he confesses that at the bottom he was already 
no longer a Christian. One of the directors, as the masters 
were called at Issy, an ascetic, a mystic, a saint, M. Gottofrey, told 
him '^how anti-Christian it was to trust in reason, what an 
insult to faith was implied in Bationalism, and he added in a 
passionate tone : * You are not a Christian ! ' " And Benan 
proceeds to say : '' M. Gottofrey alone saw clearly in i^y soul : 
he was right, absolutely right : I see it now." The delicate 
equilibrium between faitii and reason which constitutes normal 
Christianity was broken. It was said that, in the Waterloo of 
his beliefr, philology was Bliicher, the last comer who decides 
the issue, but Bationalism was Wellington, the first, constant, 
and principal adversary, the legitimate hero of the field. 

His years of study at Issy and Saint-Sulpice, externally so 
happy and so calm, busy with hard but congenial work, were 
overshadowed by the sense of the impending crisis. It was 

• This principle, '* H n'y a paa de samatnrel partionlier *' — " There U no 
pieoameal sapemataxalisni ** — ao flatly oontndioted by William James, not 
only lies at the foundation of all the works of Bttian, but is formally 
eocpressed in most of them. 

t Brother and 5tstor, IIS. % Ibid., 98. 
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eyident from the first that he would not sacrifice his freedom of 
thought ; and as he advanced in his stadies, he realised more 
and more that the results of independent speculation and research 
were incompatihle with orthodoxy. Three considerations held 
him back : the instinctive horror of a pious soul at the thought 
of breaking with the Church and the religion of his youth ; his 
love for his mother, who had set her heart on seeing him a 
priest ; and his evident vocation for the clerical life, his unfit- 
ness for any other. ''Even if Christianity were but a dream, 
the priesthood would always be a type of the Divine," he 
wrote to Henriette as early as September, 1842. Henriette's 
influence, on the other hand, was wholly on the side of spiritual 
enfranchisement. 

Malebranche and all the French philosophers together would 
probably never have rescued our religious freethinker from his 
perplexity. His masters, in their innocence, placed in his hand 
the instrument which was to dispel all his doubts — philology. 
He began his Hebrew studies under M. La Hire at Saint-Sulpice, 
and, in order to have access to the main body of modem scholar- 
ship, he was also obliged to learn German. '' This initiation,'* 
he said, ** marked an epoch in my mental being." * The young 
Celt seemed to discover his true spiritual Fatherland : ** I felt as 
if I had entered some temple when first I gained the power of 
realising the purity, the nobility, the morality [of German litera- 
ture], and its religiousness, if I may take that word and use it in 
its very highest sense. . . . Another thing which delights me 
about these Germans is their happy way of combining poetry, 
learning, and philosophy. Such a union constitutes the ideal 
thinker, to my mind." Benan, who, even before Gobineau, was 
the prophet of the theory of races, remained at least until 1870 
a convinced " Germanist " : the Teutonic people were ennobled 
in his eyes by their idealism and their lekck of practical sense. 
When his beloved Germany of poets, metaphysicians, and 
scholars was suddenly transformed into a powerful nation, 
aggressive, materialistic, brutal, Machiavelian in its policy, 
cynical in its dealings with the weak and the conquered, Benan's 
&ith received a deep blow ; much of the bitter humour in his 

* To Henriette, September 22, 1846. 
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dialogaes and dramas, some of the flippant Epicarism in his 
later speeches and essays, can be explained by the disappointment 
this transfonnation caused him. 

The Gennans showed him the possibility of a freer exegesis 
than the one taught at Saint-Solpice, and he would often en^ 
the position of these Protestants, who could reconcile their 
religious spirit with the critical method. But he did not enter- 
tain the hope of a similar compromise for himself: his Catholic 
and Cartesian education precluded such a possibility. One can- 
not be a "philosopher" and a Christian at the same time: 
"The Catholics alone are consistent. A single error proves 
that a Church is not infallible ; a single weak point proves that 
a book is not revealed.* The confession of a single error ruins 
the edifice of absolute truth and brings it down to the level of 
human authorities, among which eveiy one picks his choice 
according to his personal inclination." 

The struggle was long and bitter. When Benan left the 
seminary for the last time, on the 6th of October, 1846, it was 
not pride, levity^ or worldly wisdom that had won the day for 
free-thought, but conscience alone, and at a heavy cost. B;enan 
and his masters parted with mutual feelings of afiisctionate 
respect. His subsequent attitude towards the Catholic Church 
was ever deferential, and even reverent. In this he was guided 
first of all by his own feelings ; but he was no doubt influenced 
and warned by the example of Lamennais, the fallen priest, 
whose anti-clerical violence created a sentiment of repulsion, even 
among his admirers. 

For three years Benan filled a subordinate and ill-paid position 
in the Crouzet Boarding School, where he met Maroelin Borthe- 
lot, his junior by four years. Both were idealists of the purest 
type, consecrated men, who, in early life, had pledged themselves 
to the service of truth and never drew back. It was through 
Berthelot that Benan became so much interested in the natural 
sciences, which, in after-life, he regretted not to have exclusively 
cultivated, instead of those "poor little conjectural sciences," 
history and philology. 

We have now reached 1848, the initial year of our special 

* SouomUrs, Lt SinUnaire Sam^Sulpiee. 
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period. Bat this rapid snrvey of Benan's early fandning was 
indispensable. Henceforth the tree is fdll-grown and will bear 
fruit. A Gelt, idealistic, unpractical, his rich imagination 
hannted with mythological lore, but with a strain of Chwcon 
hnmonr and scepticism in him; a Catholic priest by training; 
and yocation, lofty in poipose, disinterested, aristocratic in his 
tastes, scrapnloasly kind and polite, but with a tinge of cold 
alooftiess ; a rationalist, who never folly shook off the yoke of 
Descartes and Malebranche, in spite of his jnofessed allegiance 
to the ideals of experimental science ; an enthusiastic disciple of 
the Germans in religion, metaphysics, poetry, and scholarship : 
such was the young man who, in 1848, freed from all bonds^ 
began his wonderfrd career. 

2. Renan*s Life and Works from 1848 to 1870. 

''The year 1848,*' said Benan, "made a deep impression 
upon me. I had never given the social problems a thought 
before. These problems, bursting from the ground, as it were, 
on a frightened world, took hold of my mind, and became an 
integral part of my philosophy." As soon as his studies allowed 
him a short respite he wanted to take stock of his beliefe. He 
had left the Church for science, as a better means of attaining 
truth and serving the ideal : was there not a more excellent way, 
a more immediate duty, the direct relief of suffering mankind ? 
Was not science, under cover of its disinterestedness, ''an 
agreeable pastime, a play for idle folk, an ornament, a luxuiy, 
the caprice of an amateur," ike least vain of all vamtieef 
" Shame upon him who sings whilst Bome is ablaze I " said 
Lamartine. 

The book which resulted from these anxious qpiestionings, 
The Future of Sdencef was thus, first of all, a scrutiny into 
the author's conscience. The answer was unequivocal : " Yes, 
science is worth while." The inquiry turned into an apology, or 
rather a confession of faith ; and it was also an immense pro- 
gramme which, with nuve and 10% assurance, the young scholar 
set for the world and for himself. 

The work was too compact, too austere, too revolutionary, too 
trenchant in tone for immediate success ; Benan's guides. 
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SylTestre de Sacy and Angastiii Thierry, adyised him to nse 
(he bulky manuscript as a storehouse for lighter articles, and 
these " thoughts of 1848 " were not printed in their entirety 
until 1890. But they justify the epigraph which Benan gave 
them : ** Hoc nunc os ex ossibus meis et caro de came mea/' 
All Benan's philosophy is there: his later publications are 
merely his first essay diyided up, reworked, lightened though 
enriched, softened and ripened. In 1848 and 1849 Benan 
contributed to a paper, La Liberte de Penser ('' Freedom of 
Thought "), which was the organ of philosophic Badicalism. There 
is little trace of dilettantism in these articles — '^ On Clerical 
Liberalism," '< The State of the PubUc Mind in 1849." We 
find in them a neglected aspect of Benan 's talent, a polemical, 
dogmatic, aggressire tone as different as possible firom what 
is called Benanism. The most important of these contribu- 
tions was an essay on *' The Critical Historians of Jesus," 
a retrospect which implied a promise. 

In 1849 Benan was sent on a scientific mission to Italy. 
This eight months' tour in the classic country of art had a 
great infiuenoe on his young and receptiye mind. Hitherto, 
as theological student or Semitic scholar, he had not come 
in contact with the world of plastic beauty. Literature, as 
literature, this great master of style despised. Hence the 
crudity, the harshness, the one-sidedness of certain at least 
of his early opinions. As art, ** radiant and consoling," was 
reyealed to him, his stiffiiess unbent, his illusions fell. The 
BOYereign charm of Bome operated on him. He was then 
oonyerted to the cult of beauty. Too serious-minded to worship 
beauty alone, like ThSophile Gautier, too honest to subordinate 
truth to beauty, like Chateaubriand, he came to consider 
esthetic charm as a sort of secondary reyelation, a guide in 
our quest for truth. In his latter years Benan may haTe gone 
to excess in this direction : he seemed to proclaim the equiva* 
lence of beauty, goodness, and truth. But in 1849 the influence 
of arij on him was refining as weU as broadening. We may 
perhaps regret that he did not come in contact, first of all, 
with the grand and pure genius of ancient Greece, instead 
of the brilliant and often insincere £Eusility of papal Bome. 
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Benan's taste, very different from his thonght, was none of 
the manliest; there are ''sweet" and ''pretty" passages eyen 
in his strongest works which inyincibly remind as of Italian 
churches in the Jesuit style. 

Benan's optimism receiyed a crashing blow in December, 
1851. For the idealistic democrats, with whom he had identi- 
fied himself, the Coup d'Etat was the triumph of might oyer 
right, and the people, in whose innate goodness they still 
trusted, remained indifferent or applauded. The aristocratic 
feeling which the priests had instilled in his mind reyiyed in 
all its strength. Humanitarianism, of the romantic-socialiBt 
type, became worse than an illusion in his eyes ; and the last 
temptation from his contemplatiye life to one of immediate 
action disappeared with the adyent of a materialistic and 
repressiye regime. 

For the next few years Benan kept up a dual intellectual 
life. As a scholar, an inyestigator, his fame was firmly 
established, and won him a seat in the Academy of Inscriptions 
and Belles-Lettres ; at the same time, his contributions to the 
Jowmal des Dibats and the Revue de$ Deux Monies^ meant 
for a refined but extensiye circle of " general readers," brought 
him to the front rank of modem essayists. Meanwhile his 
silent but resolute hostility to the Empire had ceased; and 
one of the signs of the liberal era inaugurated in 1869-60 
was Benan's appointment to an archsDological mission in 
Phoenicia. This mission was a capital eyent in his life. He 
lost his beloyed sister Henriette, his wise and firm adyiser 
in religion and in literature. He yisited for the first time 
Judea, and especially Galilee, which, in spite of the hayoo 
wrought by centuries of Moslem misrule, was to him " a fifth 
gospel, mutilated but still legible." "Through the narratiyes 
of Matthew and Mark, instead of an abstract being, who might 
haye been supposed neyer to haye existed, [he] saw, liying 
and moying, a human figure worthy of all admiration." 

On his return, Benan's fondest dream was realised : he was 
made Professor of Hebrew at the College de France (January, 
1862). This great seminaiy, with its freedom from pedagogical 
trammels and its splendid tradition, the most original and the 
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best centre of edncation in the country, had always been his 
ideal. Bat the heated passions of the time did not allow 
him to appear in his professorial chair more than once. His 
opening lecture, of a general nature, as usual on such an 
occasion, attracted a mixed public of Catholic and Badical 
students. The quickly silenced marks of hostility of the former, 
the noisy acclamations of the rest, frightened a GoTcmment 
ayerse to all spontaneous manifestations. A sentence, which 
was meant to be guarded and conciliatory, in which the lecturer 
referred to Jesus as ** an incomparable man," roused a storm, 
not so much in the room as later in the Press ; the course was 
suspended, and in 1864 arbitrarily suppressed. 

But the turmoil excited by Benan's single lecture sank into 
insignificance when his Life of Jems appeared in 1868. The 
publication of this book was an eyent of national importance, 
and the bibliography of all the articles, pamphlets, and bulky 
treatises which, within a single year, appeared in criticism, 
refutation, or praise of this epoch-making work fills a whole 
yolume. Strauss's Leben Jesu had certainly created a great 
stir, not only among theologians, but in the general public ; 
de Yigny's Diary proyes that eyen poets read it and felt its 
influence, and the fact that it was translated by such writers 
as Littre in France and George Eliot in England is in itself 
significant. But German has not the uniyersal and proselytising 
qualities of French; Germany in 1886 was not so sharply 
diyided as France in 1868 between uncompromising orthodoxy 
and radical free-thought, engaged in a life-and-death struggle ; 
finally, with all its merits, the book of Strauss lacked what, 
in spite of all its weaknesses, Benan's possessed so abundantly 
— ^life and genius. 

The tangible success of the work was immediate and unprece- 
dented. Within fiye months. Sir Mountstuart Grant Duff 
reports, sixty-six thousand copies were sold. Merimee told his 
Ineonnue that Benan had made oyer four thousand pounds by his 
^' idyll." Nor was that success merely due to curiosity and 
scandal. The complete edition, although bulky and expensiye, 
still commands a ready sale ; the abridgment published in 1864 
with the title Jisus is one of the most popular books in the Ian- 
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gaage. The recent and excellent reprints issued by the Scott 
Library and the nationalist Press Association in England prove 
the wonderfdl hold that, after forty years, the ** fifth gospel '' 
retains on many minds. 

Certainly firiendly ^'booming" and faToorable reidews had 
little to do with this trimnph. The Life of Jesus was, on the 
whole, coldly receired by the liberal critics. Havet's article in 
the Revue dee Deux Mondee alone was nnreservedly laudatory. 
Scherer s, faTOurable in the main, was cold and guarded, and 
contained many serious objections. Sainte-Beuye's was typical 
of that elusiye, many-sided mind: it contained three or four 
opinions and no conclusion. Although the critic's sympathy and 
admiration were beyond doubt, it seems that the '^ second 
friend," the sceptic, out of patience with Benan's ambiguities 
and his ecclesiastical unction, bears the closest resemblance to 
Sainte-BeuTC himself. Merim6e, a man of great intellectual 
power, but enervated by his long practice of paradox, fastidious- 
ness, and fiiTolity, considered the book as a sign of the times, but 
in itself a trifle. Proudhon's verdict was absolutely unfavour- 
able. George Sand felt compelled to accept the historical 
results arrived at by Benan, but it was not without disappoint- 
ment and sorrow : she had lost her Christ, a humanitarian, 
anti-clerical prophet of the pure '48 type. Neither scholars 
nor sceptics, sentimentalists nor free -believers were fully 
satisfied. 

As for the orthodox Catholics, their rage was beyond measure. 
Henceforth Benan became the Antichrist in their eyes. Expiatory 
services were ordered in all Christendom. From the anonymous 
lady who sent him repeatedly the terse message, *' There is a 
Hell," to Pope Pius IX, who called him '* the European blas- 
phemer," the whole Church militant vras arrayed against him. 
Hello,whQ had devoted his main philosophical work to M. Renan^ 
Oemumy, and Atheism in the Nineteenth Century, abandoned his 
mystic realm to refute the historian. Father Gratiy, kind, liberal, 
enlightened though he was, almost rivalled Yeuillot in the energy 
of his anathema; the great journalist himself, forgetting that a 
career of scurrilous abuse was not the most adequate preparation 
for theological or historical studies, wrote his lAfe of Jesus as a 
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oounterblart to Benan's. Montalembert saw fit to denoiin<ie the 
Bospended professor as " a protege of Gsesar's." Eyen the dead 
were pressed into serrioe : some of Laoordaire's leotnres were 
reprinted in 1868 under the title : To the Readers ofM. Benan: 
the Dwiniijf of Our Lord J erne Christ. It was darkly hinted 
that M. de Bothschild had paid him a million for this attack on 
Christianity. 

Most surprising of all was the yigonr shown by the smart-set 
papers, la petite Presse^ on behalf of orthodoxy. Spicy periodicals, 
filled with Parisian scandal, denounced the blameless scholar as 
** undermining the foundations of public morality." Obscure 
** chroniclers," as they were then called, whose French was not 
seldom heretical, accused Benan of not knowing Hebrew. This 
alliance between Gallic levity and ecclesiastic conservatism, 
which Benan had scathed in advance in his article on B^anger's 
theology, was to him the bitterest trial of all. He thought that 
all men who served the ideal and led pure lives should stand 
together against the ** practical atheists," the firivolous-minded 
and the materialists, whatever their professed creed might be. 
But dogma, not virtue, determined the line of cleavage. 
Benan's love and respect for his old mother Church was put to a 
severe test. 

The significance of the book, for good or evil, was due to its 
popular character. By ** popular " we mean neither vulgar nor 
superficial : Benan was an aristocrat and a scholar. His erudi- 
tion has been challenged : no historian, no scientist is infellible. 
His beautiful style has created a prejudice against him among 
the Dryasdusts : but we should take Mommsen's word for it : he 
was a thorough scholar, in spite of his style. His election to the 
Academy of Inscriptions, his appointment to the Collie de 
France, the scientific missions entrusted to him — ^the highest 

honours that France could bestow — show in what esteem he was 

« 

held by his peers in the domain of research. On the basis of 
scientific investigation, Benan wrote a book which was neither 
theology nor archieology, but human history, a book which could 
be ^' understanded of the people." Therein lay the revolution. 
An abstruse work for the chosen few would have passed 
unnoticed and therefore unchallenged : a fifth gospel as aooes- 
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sible in language as the other four seemed to herald a new 
Reformation. 

There are four principal conceptions according to which a Life 
of Jesns could be written. The first, the only one accepted by the 
orthodox GhnrcheSy is a mere Harmony of the Gospels : of this 
type, Bossnet's remains as good a model as any ; Yeoillot'Sy and, 
with a yeneer of philosophy and scholarship, Father Didon's 
belong to the same class. The second is mainly philosophical : 
the idea rather than the personality of Christ is its main object. 
In extreme cases, the personality would be entirely lost sight of, 
and the Life of Christ would become the study of the formation 
and dcTelopment of a myth : such is at least the tendency of 
Strauss's Leben Jesu, A third type, strictly scientific, would 
have to be, first of all, critical : the discussion and conqiarison of 
all existing documents, and principally of the Gospels, would be 
practically the whole history. At the time of Renan and in 
France, tins work was done piecemeal by the Strasbourg school 
of liberal Protestants. The first method takes the whole ques- 
tion for granted; in practice, it leads to great difficulties: 
flagrant contradictions cannot be reconciled without straining 
common sense and good faith to the breaking point. The second 
is seductiye, but dangerously arbitrary. The third is purely 
destructiye, and therefore inadequate to the treatment of the 
capital eyent in the world's history. 

Renan adopted a fourth meUiod, which he borrowed firom 
Michelet, the ''integral resurrection of the past." When all 
authorities haye been collected, compared, criticised, a few &ct8 
stand out as certain, and the impression of a general trend 
remains ; this, of course, is neyer indisputable, but it often is 
highly probable. With these few facts, with this general im- 
pression, with sympathy, insight, and a feeling for the laws of 
life, the historian composes a plausible and artiatie nairatiye. 
Li other words, he offers us a hypothesis which must take aU 
known facts into account, and at the same time conform to our 
notions of possibility. 

The objections to such a method are obyious. The qualities 
of insight, imagination, sympathy are not to be despised in 
a historian ; when they are kept under control, when &ct8 are 
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nameroufl and well-establiflhedi these qualities oonstitate properly 
geninsy and transmute erudition into real history. They are 
evident in the best * and soundest works of Michelet and 
GarlylOy and are not lacking in the greatest Oerman scholars, 
Niebuhr, Banke, Burckhardt, Mommsen. There is not a 
page of real history, as distinguished from the mechanical 
compilation of documents, that is not a plausible and artistic 
hypothesis. But, when facts are few and uncertain, when 
there is no uniyersal consensus as to their significance, the 
personality of the author becomes the main element in the 
book, and the theoiy defines the historical romance rather than 
history. 

And what is that ^* standard of possibility " to which the 
narrative is made to conform ? We shall discuss later, with the 
rest of Benan's philosophy, his assumption that miracles are 
impossible ; in this particular case we have at least two standards 
of credibility, that of the orthodox and that of the sceptic. 
Eyen among sceptics there are differences : some, like Merim^e 
and Sainte-BeuYe's second firiend, refused to admit as possible 
the moral miracle of Jesus's perfection implied in Benan's 
history. Benan smiled at Quatrem^ and Buloz, because the 
one, although an orthodox Christian, rejected the miracles 
''difficult to perform," and the other refused an article on 
Buddhism, for the reason that '' there could not be such silly 
people as your Buddhists." Tet both were guided by their own 
sense of possibility. Benan's criterion is either individual 
£uicy, or so-called common sense : and neither has any authority 
in the matter. 

Eyen if we accepted Benan's theoiy, his book, as a work of 
art, would not fully satisfy us. Too bold in his rejection of 
miracles, or too timid in his criticism of the Gk>spels, he did not 
take a decided stand, which would have given unity to the 
character of his hero. In spite of all his ** gentie solicitations," 
the texts which he had accepted as authentic and historical 
agreed in their report of at least some miracles, which he would 
not admit This led him to Euhemerist or rationalist explana- 
tions, such as those he had derided in Paulus ; and, worse still, 
he had to fall back, in the case of Lazarus at least, on the 
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Voltairian hjpothesiB of firaud.* This assomptioii is absolatelj 
in contradiction with his own loving and reyerent conception 
of Jesus, Fnrthennore, his '* yonng Ghdilean peasant/' without 
being in any way ynlgar, mnst haye been ignorant and narrow- 
minded: all his greatness was spiritual and moral, not 
intellectaal. Tet Benan ascribes to him his own attitade of 
half-contemptnons superiority, his transcendental sc^ticism 
which smiles at aU things, not excluding itself, his many-sided 
and subtle turn of mind which, whilst enabling him to under- 
stand all things, would not permit him to judge or affirm 
anything. As we cannot eyen think except in terms of our own 
experience — actual or yirtual — all biographers are liable to draw 
their heroes after their own likeness. But in this case there is 
absolute incompatibility between the two types of mind, between 
the firm, earnest, direct Teacher who spoke ** as one haying 
authority," and the cautious, fastidious, oyer-cultured critic in 
whose eyes dogmatism was the one unpardonable sin. Eyery 
attempt at Renaniting Jesus seems a sacrilege to the belieyer, 
an impossibility to Uie historian, and an error of taste to 
the artistt 

Eyen more striking is the contradiction between the beginning 
and the end of Jesus's career in Benan's book. A historical 
character is supposed to develop according to the laws of life. 
Jesus was no exception, and the most orthodox apologists at 
present speak freely of His growth, an eyolutionary yiew for 
which there is Gospel authority, t But Benan, although such 
a great master of fine shading, shows us a glaring contrast 
instead of a gradual change. He describes, with a charm not 
wholly firee from sentimentality,! the ''joyous idyll" of Galilee, 
a happy band of children by the shore of enchanted lakes. 
Then, with the scantiest transition, we are shown a totally 
difierent Jesus, harsh, fanatical, reyolutionary, a ''sombre 

* He abandoned this hypothedB in the thirteenth edition, and aooepted 
Btraoss's symbolieal interpretation of the miracle. 

t 01 also AfUiehrist, p. 102. Friedrich Fanlaen has treated of the *'iiaiiy 
of Jesufl," but that does not inolode aoeptioiim and Belf.oritiQism. 

{ Lake ii. 40. 

§ E»g.t the inordinate use of the woide "sweet," '* eharming," 
«( delioions.** 
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giant." In this, and by his own tests of hannony and 
possibility, Benan has manifestly failed. 

The lift ofJemu is therefore fiur from being a perfect book : 
it is not eren Benan's masterpiece. As a work of art, the 
Anti^hriBt has more power, more Tariety, more dramatic interest ; 
whilst in point of poetical charm, refined hmnoor, and kindly 
philosophy, the Souvenirs stand snpreme. Like Zola's Down- 
fall^ for instance, the book owed its success to its subject, rather 
than to the perfection of its treatment. Yet, Cftulty as it is, it 
remains, not only one of the epoch-making works in French 
literature, but one of the greatest. There is a blessing for him 
who dares to wrestle with the angel of the Lord. Benan's 
portrait of Christ is full of contradictions : yet to thousands of 
readers it seemed less impossible than the conception of the 
orthodox. The Empress Eugenie, liberal for once, is reported to 
haye said : ** It will do no harm to believers : it will do good to 
unbelieyers." A cause of scandal for many, the Life of Jesus 
was for many more a source of edification. An intense love for 
truth and goodness, for the ideal as embodied in Christ Jesus, 
perrades these imperfect and incomplete pages. No man has 
ever been the worse for reading Benan's Life ofJesm. 

The attitude of the author, so bitterly assailed on every side, 
was fall of serene dignity. He replied to none, and pursued 
his work with the same calm as if his volume had passed 
unnoticed. He could never be drawn to speak an unkind word 
against the Church which was so unscrupulously reviling him. 

In August, 1868, whilst the controversy was at its height, 
Benan, who was seeking rest at Dinard, on the coast of Brittany, 
wrote a summary of his philosophy, in the form of a letter 
to his fijend Berthelot. This essential document was published 
in the Refime des Deux Mondes under the title '* The Sciences 
of Nature and the Historical Sciences," and is now reprinted 
with Berthelot's reply in the Philosophical Fragments, George 
Sand, whose admiration for the Life of Jesus was somewhat 
qualified, was enthusiastic about the shorter work. No trace 
of the storm raging round him can be found in these serene 
pages. 

In 1866 Benan gave the second volume of his Origins of 

16 
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ApogUe$. This woik, Talnable in itidl^ 
was bound to seem colonrloBS and tame in comparison with 
the first. In 1869 appeared Saimt Paiul^ fall of admirable 
passages, and yet the most nnsatisfiELctory Tolnme of the whole 
series. Benan was absolutely ont of sympathy with his subject. 
The second founder of Christianity is rightly considered as 
the great doctor of Protestantism^ and Benan was a Catholic 
to the core. The last pages of the work are an arraignment 
of St. Paul as Tiolent as anything Benan oyer wrote.* 

In the dedication of Saint Pond to Comelie Scheffer (his 
wife), Benan said: " Some enormous errors are dragging 
our country to the abyss: those to whom they are pointed 
out reply with a smile." The quiet scholar, who had so con* 
sistently kept aloof firom actiye politics, did not remain in- 
different or idle when he thought his collaboration was needed. 
In 1868 he published his Questions of the Time$. The whole 
book may be recommended to those who know Benan only 
as a dilettante. The tone of eyery article is direct, earnest, 
and in the case of the early essays therein reprinted, almost 
aggressiye. Beranger's Theology^ in particular, is noteworthy 
as a scathing indictment of Philistinism and leyity combined. 
The Preface contains a fine tribute to the personal policy of 
the Emperor, so much superior to the one which, under the 
joint pressure of his Gk>yemment and of the Opposition, un- 
fortunately preyailed. Benan went fuiher, and offered himself 
as a candidate for the Legislatiye Body. Opposed both by 
the Imperialists and the Bepublicans, he was honourably 
defeated. He was exactly the reyerse of a politician : history 
has yindicated so many of his yiews that he may be credited 
with some at least of the qualities of a statesman. 

He was on a tour in Norway with Prince Napoleon, when the 
long foreseen catastrophe occurred. France had declared war 
on Prussia. With the b31 of the Empire, the second period 
of Benan's life dosed. After 1870, Benan, although not 
essentially altered, appeared in a diffbrent light. His later 

* 01 the amnring pMBaga in The AnUchriU, p. 900, in which he 
eapraeaes the pious wish that St Fftol, hefore hit deakh, may h*Te found 
the eoeor of his Wftyi. 
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writings not seldom seemed to contradict his first. The trend 
of his elnsiye thought had been a problem : it became a puzzle. 
We shall now attempt, from the production of these twenty-two 
years (1848-70), to trace the outlines of his religious philosophy. 

8. Benan*9 Religioui Pkiiotophy— 1848-70. 

The service of the ideal was the foundation of Benan's life. 
From the first and to the last, he afBrmed his faith in '' the 
Diyine." In 1846 he wrote to Henriette : " Absolute trqth 
and goodness do exist. We must belieye the first and practise 
the second. The thought of any different world would be a night- 
mare " (September 22, 1845). His Futwre of Science (1848-49) 
opens with the quotation: ''But one thing is needful," and 
this, we are told in the first pages, is "to liye the life of 
the spirit . . . aU the rest is vanity.'* " God is," he affirms 
again in his article on Feuerbach ; " all the rest only seems to 
be." * And, in the Dedication of his Saint Paul : " Descartes 
was right not to believe in the reality of the world until he 
had proved to himself the existence of God ; Kant was right 
in doubting everything until he had discovered duty." Serious- 
ness was in his eyes the prime and necessary virtue of a scholar, 
a philosopher, a man. He wanted to side with the Churches 
against their common enemy: frivolity, vulgarity. Mammon- 
worship, t Levity, even under a made of orthodoxy, seemed 
to him the worst kind of atheism ; earnestness, even in the 
form of passionate negation, he considered as a tribute to 
the ideal. The shaUow Voltairian "theology" of Beranger, 
the Oodlof good fellawSf the cheap religiosity of grisettes, topers, 
and Philistines, made him indignant as downright blasphemy. 
Not the slightest suspicion of insincerity attaches to these 
declarations. They were not called for in virtue of Benan's 
official position or party allegiance, for no man was more 
independent of such ties than he. They were neither brilliant 
paradoxes nor popular platitudes: the tone of the age was 
either flippant and cynical, or bitterly pessimistic, or cold and 
stoic To affirm such plain spiritual truths, with such quiet 

* EM^ d*Sutoir€ Behgimiae, 418. 
t Th0 AjpoiUett Inirodaotion, Ixiii. 
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force and without a smilOy for a man of &8tidions taste who 
despised Beotians and hated charlatans, required no small 
degree of conviction and coorage. Finally, he acted the law 
he lived by, without fear. His practical lifB was obviously 
shaped by his beliefs. No doubt as to his absolute devotion 
to the ideal is permissible. 

We must insist on this all-important question, because it has 
been obscured by Benan himself. Benan was affected later 
with what he had called ^'the pedanfary of levity," that 
peculiarly French disease also defined as ** the hypocrisy of 
cynicism." He seemed to preach the ''old bachelor's philo- 
sophy " of Ecclesiastes, — Eat, drink, and be merry, for all is 
vanity, dropping the saving clause : except to fear God and keep 
His commandments. He would openly wonder whether the 
firivolous-minded were not right after idl. He would proclaim 
beauty — ^not the conscious, spiritualised beauty of art, but the 
material perfection of a human body — as true a revelation of 
the ideal as goodness or wisdom. He rebuked the efforts of 
temperance societies, which, he said, would rob the people of 
their little portion of happiness and dreams. He went so far as 
to apologise to that vulgar idol, the god of B&ranger and his 
Lisette, ** a good little god," he said, ** kindly and easygoing." 
There is something exquisitely painful in the spectacle of this 
white-haired priest, once the not unworthy biographer of Jesus, 
stooping to the level of vulgar Epicureans. 

Although this development took place after the date we have 
set as the limit of this study, we cannot wholly ignore it. 
Unless it can be proved that a new Benan was bom after 1870, 
entirely different from the old, our trust in his earlier profession 
of idealism must be greatly shaken, or at least has to be 
qualified. In fact, the events of 1870-71 did affect him 
deeply, and he was, like Taine, thrown off his balance by the 
accumulated disasters of the ** terrible year." Defeat, invasion, 
dismemberment ; a political revolution, an anarchistic uprising, 
both under the eyes of the enemies ; the very notion of national 
existence obscured ; Might proclaimed Bight by Benan's masters 
in idealism: these repeated blows are sufficient to explain a 
decided change in his turn of mind. The pessimism of his 
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Dialogues and first Dramas was to a certain extent a disease, the 
result of a nervous and moral shock; the good-humoured 
cynicism, the sceptical flippancy of his later writings * were 
steps towards recoyery, a graduiJ return to optimism, but still 
slow, weary, half-despairing, in spite of aU smiles. The publi- 
cation of the Future of Science at the end of his career showed 
that Benan's mind, unlike Taine's, had righted itself, and that 
the cure was complete, t 

But the influence of contemporary events, great as it was, 
should not be accepted as a full explanation of Benan's spiritual 
duality. The germ of what we persist in calling the diseoie 
of Benanism existed even in the young seminarist of Saint- 
Sulpice. There already was a Gascon within him, as he put 
it, struggling against the pensive Breton : only for many years 
the Gascon was efiectually curbed. Did the resistance of the 
Celt weaken ? Or should we not rather believe that, secure in his 
victory, the Celt would with smiling indulgence allow the Gascon 
occasionally to play a few harmless '^monkey tricks"? t 

The Gascon, as, with due apologies to a great province, we 
shall now call Benan's Mr. Hyde, may have loomed large in the 
eyes of journalists and society people : but perhaps the adepts 
of Benanism in the wrong sense are too apt to forget that their 
master remained to his dying day a most diligent and most 
careful scholar ; of aU his works he prized his Corpus of Semitic 
Inscriptione highest, even before his histories of Gluistianity 
and of the Jewish people. A few by-products of a fertile pen, 
dashed off in the intervals between serious labour, should not 
outweigh twenty volumes of patient research and a whole life- 
time devoted to the service of scientific truth. 

That the dilettante, the ssthete, the sentimentalist, repre- 
sented only Benan's lesser and lower self is our firm conviction, 
after an unbiased perusal of his complete works. We are 
inclined to go farther and to venture the hypothesis that the 



* The iMt dramM, parte of the 8ouioemr$, serenl of the addieiaes. 

t The change is vezy striking in Ths AnHchriai, the first volmne of the 
Origins published after the war and the Oommnne. Ct pp. 103, 141, 200. 

} ** Un Qaaoon, sans que je le susse, jonait en moi des tonrs, inoroyables an 
Breton et Ini faisait des mines de singe " (Sowfenwn, Saint Nieholoi du 
Chardonnet), 
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** Gaseon " had no real ezistenoe at all; that he was merely a 
child of Benan's indnlgenoe and fancy, an imaginaiy being, not 
a part of his real self. 

Whilst Benan was a stanch beUeTer in absolnte goodness 
and trathy he was thoroughly sceptical as to the eyer-changing 
symbols which are proposed for the ideal. ** Eyeiything here 
below is bat a symbol and a dream/' he said in Stdnt Pand,^ 
'^ Every religioas form is imperfect, and yet rdigion cannot exist 
without form. The wise man is he who sees at the same time 
that eyerything is an image, a prejudice, a symbol, and that 
images, prejudices, and symbols are necessaiy, nsefnl, and tnie/' t 
Dogmatic afl&rmation, dogmatic negation, are equally one-sided. 
Benan is the reverse of the Evil Spirit that ever denies: he 
ever affirms, but ever conditionally. That which is uncon- 
ditioned is, in its purity, beyond our power of speech ; yet it is 
the only reality, the one thing needfal. The forms of our 
religions and philosophies pass and change like clouds : the 
essence remains the same. " Happy those who share, even for 
a single day, in the beatific illusion of a concrete faith 1 But 
happier still would be he who, freed firom all illusion, could 
reproduce in himself the Vision celestial, and without millenarian 
dreams, without chimerical paradise, without signs in the 
heavens, could out of the rectitude of his will and the poetry 
of his soul create anew within his heart the true Kingdom 
of God!'': 

Such was the basis of Benan's attitude. Intellectually it had 
little in common with Montaigne's or M^rimee's. In the eyes 
of dogmatists it seemed dangerously akin to Pyrrhonism, 
nihilism, and laxity. The shallow-minded would ape its negative 
side, and think they were *' Benanising " when they suggested 
with a superior smile that aU was vanity. Both were blind to 
the fact that universal scepticism such as Benan's was com- 
patible with a living faith, although not with a formal creed ; 
and that such a faith sustained him through fifty years of moral 
struggles and patient labour. 

* DWoaoe. 

t "Beligioiu Fataze of Modem Sooietiee," Quntumt Coniemporain$$, 416. 

} Vie d4 y4iu$, SOX. 



BBNEST RBNAN 247 

The intelldotnal attitude of Benan is well defined enough ; 
moral attitade was more pnsEling. His indolgenee towards 
the end of his life was certainly excessiTe and misplaced. ** To 
onderstand OTerything is to forgiye eyerjthing." Again, we 
most remember that he oyer kept the same high standard of 
duty for himself. Thoroughly French in this respect, he hated 
self-righteonsness abore all things; his extreme delicacy of 
feelings, his scrapulous politeness, his fastidious refinement, 
made it unpleasant for him openly to praise the qualities for 
which he was noted. Because he was a liying example of 
eamestnesSi industry, and purity, he spoke almost deprecatingly 
of these virtues. He would not set himself up as an example 
and humiliate the weaker brethren with his perfection. There 
is much self-consciousness, affectation, and yanity in such a 
state of mind. It implies excessiye introspection, oyer-culture, 
subtlety. Benan was not a saint of the rugged, heroic, single- 
minded type. His scruples may be a sign of weakness ; but, 
dangerous as they are, and even slightly ridiculous, they are 
not dishonourable. 

Besides, Benan's indulgence was not only due to politeness 
and self-depreciation. It was also the result of genuine kindness 
and the privilege of a noble soul. Amiel, Allier, and all Protes- 
tant critics in general, reproach him for lacking '' the con- 
sciousness and conyiction of sin." This may be due to the 
purity rather than to the alleged shallowness of his nature. 
Jesus alone had a right to forgive the adulteress, because, 
alone without sin. He could have condemned her. On an 
inmieasurably lower plane Benan had the same right to exercise 
universal charity. Victor Hugo, Sainte-Beuve, for instance, 
were not qualified for passing judgment on others, or for preach- 
ing indulgence ; Benan was pure and strong enough to judge 
and to piudon. 

Benan, in a word, had two standards of conduct, like all men. 
But, unlike most men, he kept the sterner for his own use. He 
had an esoteric and an exoteric doctrine. This duality was due 
to his priestly education and to his early initiation to difficult 
sciences, the privilege of a few. No ideal could be higher or 
more austere than the one he sets before the modem priest- 
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hood, the BerTants of trath. But, for ages to come, the Yesry 
notion of snch an ideal will remain inaccessible to the crowd* 
You cannot impose scientific Stoicism with the infinite patience 
and self-renimciation it requires on ill-fitted, ill-prepared souls. 
The ranks of the new clergy shonld be fireely open to all who 
wish to enter ; a time may come when this aristocracy of 
thonght shall embrace all mankind. Meanwhile, the scientist 
shonld not go oat of his way and proselytise. He wonld thereby 
rain asefal illusions which ensure a certain degree of order and 
comfort in this world. If you destroy those superstitions which^ 
false in their narrower interpretation, yet are symbols of trath 
adequate to the popular mind, the victory of truth will not be 
hastened by a single day. Ghreat spiritual ambitions, and even 
ardent beliefs, in men too weak or too ill-balanced to understand 
them philosophically, lead, not to progress, but to revolutions. 
Since Prospero cannot yet control the government of the world 
as he should and shall, Caliban ought to be made as contented as 
possible, in his own way, so that he will not brutally destroy the 
laboratory where the future is being made. Thus we must have 
a " religion," in the lowest sense, for the people, and, in default 
of a religion, an easygoing Epicurean philosophy, to soothe the 
brute and keep him quiet. 

But whether it be the result of modesty, kindness, or disdain, 
there is no doubt that Benan*s laxity was external, as it were, an 
attitude towards others, not towards himself and his ideal. He 
ofiers us our choice : " Renounce or enjoy ; you cannot do both. 
But, if you choose the life of the spirit, be humble, and do not 
despise your brethren. It is well that you should keep a doubt in 
your mind whether they have not taken the better part. Else 
you would lose touch with humanity, becoming too wise in your 
own eyes." 

Thus the idealist follows right because it is right, without fear 
and without illusion. Not only does he not expect any earthly 
or heavenly reward, but he will even renounce the purest, mort 
disinterested recompense — amoral credit for his virtue. No man is 
absolutely unselfish, unless he is willing to admit that perhaps all 
his striving is vanity. All fanatics, and martyrs pre-eminently, 
have an easy task : they are betting on a certainty. The true 
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saint is the sceptio, who throws away the good of this world 
without expecting anjrthing in return.* 

Bat Benan, who showed such exquisite modesty so &r as his 
moral qualities were coneemedy did not evince the same abnega- 
tion when it came to intellectual attainments. He was quite 
willing to admit that virtue was, humanly speaking, a delusion, 
and that, in choosing to do good, he might be a dupe. But he 
wanted us to know that, although cheated, he was not deceived. 
He acquiesced in Nature's deep-laid scheme for turning man's 
selfishness to purposes of her own, contrary to the interests of the 
individual. He smiled approval, thereby reconciling his natural 
instinct to do good with his perverse desire of being clever. 

Idealism, refined almost to the vanishing-point, and associated 
with radical scepticism, is at one of the poles of Benan's thought 
At the other is Positivism. Nothing can be affirmed of the 
Absolute, except that it is, and the rest seems to be ; but, in the 
realm of relativity, a certain kind of certitude is possible, and is 
attained through science. Positive, experimental science is our 
only safe guide here below. It should rule our world : at any 
rate, its method should be the discipline of our thought Now, 
the general basis of all science is Uie law of cause and efiect, 
which leaves absolutely no room for any supernatural interven- 
tion. Should this law be disproved, no other would stand, and 
the whole &bric of our knowledge, the result of age-long efibrts, 
would topple down. Science posits the exclusion of '* piecemeal 
supematuralism " witiiin the limits of our experience. 

Benan does not deny the supernatural itself, like the material- 
ists of the coarser type : the supernatural envelops us on 
every sida He even admits the possibility of our universe being 
a huge experiment, which may have begun, and may finish, at the 
will or whim of some transcendent investigator. But, while the 
experiment is going on undisturbed, it is submitted only to its 
own laws. What came before, what will come after, is beyond 
our scope, and is non-existent for us. Furthermore, he accepts 
the idea that the universe may some day become fnUy conscious, 
and thus firee firom existing trammels or laws : the age of 
miracles is perhaps ahead of us instead of behind us. But, 

• Of. The AntichriMi, p. 103. 
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hmnanly and scientifically epeakingy we mart leject (he poasi* 
bility of any special supematoral intervention in the aiEurs of 
this world 

The importance of snch a rejection will readily be seen. Not 
only does it strike at the root of all great revealed religions, 
Christianity not excepted, bnt it is incompatible with the belief 
in Proyidence, cherished by many theists, and with the practice 
of petitional prayer. On this point Benan is almort as trenchant 
as Taine and Berthelot. Yet prayer came natorally to him, in 
spite of his Positivism. It was not merely the survival of a 
Christian habit, it was the inborn tendency of his soul. One 
conld make a beaatifnl collection of prayers from the works of 
a philosopher who professes not to believe in their efficacy. The 
last page of the Future of Science^ for instance, a rtirring, in- 
dignant appeal in The Theology oj Biranger, the troly beantdfal 
words on the death of Jesns,* and, best of all perhaps, the closing 
lines of the '' Essay on Metaphysics and its Futnre,'*t have the 
traest spiritual ring. I Bat Benan's theory, contrary to his own 
practice, implied a theology and a form of worship radicaUy 
different from those hitherto accepted by omr race. 

Now, was this conception, with Benan, the frait of meta- 
physical cogitations or of scientific research ? He maintained 
that repeatedly science alone had led him to such a conclusion. 
'* This [the rejection of miracles] is not the consequence of 
a metaphysical system,'* he wrote in The AposUes § ; "it is 
based simply on observation. No such thing [as a miracle] has 
ever been established. All the pretended miraculous events 
which we are able to scrutinise closely are found to be naught 
but delusion or imposture." Yet B^ian tells us that "If a 
single miracle were proTed, we could not reject in bulk all those 
of ancient history." How, then, could a miracle be proved? 
Only if it took place before qualified, critical witnesses, the 
modem St. Thomases of the Academy of Sciences. But, even 
if it did thus take place, these men would simply study it as a 

^ Vieds Jiaua, t ^ragmmUa PhUotophiguet^ 88S. 

I The prayer on the Aoropolis, perhaps the most perfect paasage of poetical 
prose in the French language, is, of coarse, pore literature. Yet it shows 
Benan's peraistent fondness for the form and spirit of prayer. 

§ Introduction, zliii. 
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eurioasy unexplained Cetety in apparent oontradiotion with the 
known laws of Nature : no soientifio evidence eotdd eyer bring 
them to admit the possibility of a suspension at will of these 
laws. Besides, no miracle can be expected under such ciroimi- 
stances. It is a &ct recognised in the Gospels that faith is an 
essential condition for the performance of ''great works " : Jesus 
Himself lost some of His power in the sceptical atmosphere of 
His own city (Matt. xiii. 58). The enthusiasm that moves 
mountains is without action on a scientific balance, sensitive 
to a milligramme. A miracle in a laboratory is therefore an 
impossibility: but so would be the writing of a great poem, 
the rise of a great passion — wonders which refuse to come 
to life under the microscope of scientists, and yet are known 
to exist. The appeal to the Academy cannot be taken 
seriously. 

We are therefore thrown back on the testimony of witnesses 
in the past, and Benan's reasoning comes to this : We must re-: 
ject all documentary evidence in support of miracles as un- 
historical, ''this is an absolute law of criticism"; why? 
because there is no historical evidence in support of miracles. 
Plainly, this is arguing in a circle, and the metaphysical origin 
of Benan's Positivism becomes apparent. He was, as we have 
shown from his correspondence with his sister, a disciple of the 
French rationalists, Descartes, Malebranche, and a contemporary 
of Comte, Littr6, Stuart Mill, Spencer.* 

It is hardly necessary to remark that in thus denying a priori 
the possibility of recorded events, Benan weakened his position 
as a scientist and a historian, and laid himself open to the accu- 
sation of being merely an enlightened Voltaire with a touch of 
Chateaubriand in him. Had he placed himself on the more 
modest and safer ground of experimental science and criticism, 
his conclusions need not have been very different : for, if we have 
no right to reject miracles as impossible, it is our duty to cross- 
examine as severely as we can the alleged witnesses in their sup- 

* For the influanoe of Malebranohe, of. Braihtr and Sister and PhUoso- 
pfmoeU DiaJoguea. lAXM is the only one of theoe men whom he repeatedly 
quoted as an anthority ; he denied the originality of Angnste Oomte, bat in 
80 doing endorsed most strongly his main contention. 
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port : a duty practised eyen by the Catholic Church before a new 
saint is added to her Calendar. It may well be donbted whether 
the evidence of the New Testament writers wonld at present be 
accepted by any conrt not biased in their foyour. A great 
change has certainly come oyer Christianity in this respect: 
miracles are now a hindrance rather than a help. Instead of 
serving as arguments in &voar of the fiuth, they weaken it. The 
spiritoal grandeur of Jesos remains the evidence of His divinity, 
in spite of the miracles. This very grandeur, to which Baian 
paid fall tribntCy is in itself a miracle, incomparably more 
mysterious and more potent for good than the turning of water 
into wine. 

Benan's idealistic scepticism and his scientific PositiviBm 
seem to leave no place between them for historical religions and 
metaphysical systems. Bat if there is no certainty beyond the 
domain of tsLcts, and if all attempts at expressing the anntterable 
are fiitile, it does not follow that symbols and dreams are not legi- 
timate. Yagae, changing, delasive as they are, they r^nain our 
only way of directing our thoughts upwards and of imagining 
our relation with the ultimate reality. These great epics of 
human destiny keep the ideal alive. Suppress all illusion, and 
men will either shudder before the mystery of their &te or lose 
all concern in it. Poems they are, in the truest sense ; creations 
of human genius, of enthusiasm and virtue ; and as such they 
offer, beside their incomparable spiritual usefulness, a wonderfiil 
field for the sympathetic curiosity of the critic and the historian. 
Like Quinet and Michelet, like Sainte-Beuve, Leconte de Lisle, 
and even that pagan Flaubert,* Benan found in the study of 
religions the keenest esthetic and scientific pleasure. 

As for metaphysics, he considered it as an attenuated form 
of religion, without the glow of enthusiasm and the picturesque, 
living element : religion spoilt rather than strengthened by an 
attempt at clearness and consistency. But, too sceptical — or too 
poor t — to create a religion of his own, he had to be content with 

* Ttm^toHon of 8t. Anihcmy. 

t He Boggested that with a few mlllionB one oonld start a religion in the 
East (** The Experimental Method in Beligion," NauveUea Etudes 
BsligieuM), 
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metaphysical dreamSy never fozgetfting, howeyer, that they were 
dreams and not dootrines. 

Yet these dreams had one unifying principle — ^that of develop- 
ment. Life means change ; nothing is^ eyerything grows. This 
notion of becoming as opposed to being was applied by Benan 
not only to history, literature, and psychology, but to the 
spiritnal world. Gbd, he said, is the sum of oar supernatural 
needs, '' the category of the ideal " (that is to say, the necessary 
form under which we conceiye the ideal), as space and time are 
the categories of bodies (i.«., the forms under which we con- 
ceiye bodies).* The one thing we know with any clearness 
about the ideal is our ideal, which, from race to race, from age 
to age, and, in the individual, from year to year, keeps changing, 
growing, and, let us hope, improving. The highest couception 
of the ideal is therefore the nearest approach to God, the 
clearest consciousness of Him. God, then, has a double exist- 
ence : one absolute, infinite : of this we can know and say 
nothing, as it transcends our thought and speech ; the other 
is the manifestation of the Divine in this world, the immanent 
God within us. In this sense, our consciousness of God may 
be termed God's consciousness of Himself, His self-realisation 
through chosen souls, his more and more complete incarnation. 
'* God is immanent in the whole of the Universe, and in each of 
the beings that compose it. Only He does not know Himself 
equally in all ; He knows Himself better in the plant than in 
the rock, in the animal than in the plant, in man than in the 
animal, in the intelligent man than in the dullard, in the man 
of genius than in the intelligent man, in Socrates than in the 
man of genius, in Buddha than in Socrates, in Christ than in 
Buddha. Such is the fundamental thesis of our theology. If 
such was the meaning of Hegel, let us be Hegelians." f 

Every progress of the ideal means therefore a progress of 
God. God, as a growing consciousness through the world, is 

* SHidM tPHitMre BsUgmm, li. Feuerbftoh, p. 419. Note agun the 
infiiianoe of Ilftlebnuiiohe. Of. Vigny'a "Bon Vorbe est le B^Joor de noi 
intelllgenoea — Oomma id-bM TespMe est le lien de noe oorpe.*' 

t " Scienoet of Natoxe and Hieiorioal Sciences," in Dialogues et FragmmU 
PMosqphiguM, p. 187. 
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'' in the making." He is not yet folly : He shall be more and 
more. To help His self-realisation is to senre the one pnzpoBe 
of the nniyerse, and to partake of eternal life. Whoi God is 
perfect, He will be oonscioos of all the efforts that haye made 
His completion possible ; all the obscure workers towards the 
great end shall then live again in His thought ; they shall rise 
from their sdonial sleep, which to them will be as brief as an 
instant. Personal immortality may thns be the reward of those 
who have advanced the coming of the Kingdom. Thns religion 
consists in worshipping in spirit and in tmth, without any 
personal hope or desire, and solely for the self-realisation of the 
Divine, or, in more orthodox terms, for the glory of God. And 
this was the religion of Christ as Benan takes it, the " absolute 
and final religion.'* In His feeling of union with the Father 
Christ was truly Divine, truly the Incarnation of Gh)d. 

After a new term of daily intercourse with this great master, 
we feel more than ever how crude, how incomplete is our sketch 
of his all-embracing thought ; clearer, too, is our belief that his 
teaching was, on the whole, positive, and, like the example of 
his life, a power for good. 

A genius of the ardent, missionary type, like St. Paul, even 
with a toitbh of fanaticism and heroic madness, appeals more 
strongly, not only to the popular mind, but to every one's heart, 
than a critic and a philosopher, however intelligent and stainless 
he may be. We keep oar Bympathy for high-Mpiring men 
wounded in the battle, like Lamennais or Proudhon, rather 
than for one who had also a hard fight to go through, but 
triumphed, and received his due reward in the form of prosperity, 
respect, and praise. We like to meet even the greatest on 
equal terms, as human beings like ourselves: Benan's smile 
of polite aloofiiess is an impassable barrier. He keeps us at 
a distance, as he kept even Berthelot. For these reasons, we 
cannot entertain for him the same warm feeling as for some 
weaker and lesser men. Yet this should not make us unjust 
towards him ; we should not seek in criticising him a mean 
revenge for his superiority. And this seems to be a favourite 
sport with his modem biographers. 
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They call him friyolous: but for fifty years he devoted his 
Btrength to minute and patient research, and died in harness, 
leaving forty scholarly volumes behind him. They call him 
elusive and shifty : but he never varied in his main course, and, 
when he presented alternative hypotheses, he did so out of broad- 
mindedness and candour. They call him pliant, effeminate, a 
moral weakling : but he went boldly through a spiritual ordeal 
from which most men of the rugged and strenuous type would 
shrink and seek refuge in dogmatism or compromise. They call 
him selfish and a Hedonist, whilst he preached and practised 
absolute renunciation to whatever was not the ideal. They 
rebuke him for his smiling benevolence, as if cheerfulness was 
not the supreme grace of the strong, and indulgence the 
privilege of the pure. 

Democratic France, whom he criticised unsparingly, and, we I 

believe, unjustly, understands him better than the cultured few i 

he tried so hard to please. She instinctively reveres him as one 
of her spiritual masters.* 

* It is instmotive to note that the two most famona adepts of Benaziism, 
Jules Lemattre and Anatele Franoe, showed no lack of conviction and 
decision when called upon to act : they took opposite sides in the Dreyfus 
crisis, but with equal energy. This holds true of Barrte and Bourget, whom 
Professor Irving Babbitt places among the Benanians, although they are 
more obviously the followers of Taine (and in a minor degree of Stendhal). 



CONCLUSION 

Thh study of Benan brings our survey to a fitting close. A 
Catholic by birth^ education, and temperament, a Protestant 
in his conservative and reverent freedom of thought, a Rationalist 
after Descartes and Malebranche, a Positivist with Littre, 
Taine, and Berthelot, a sceptic like Montaigne, a metaphysician 
of the Hegelian school, a Voltairian in his irony, a disciple of 
Chateaubriand in his esthetic emotionalism — ^he was the living 
synthesis of his nation and of his time. 

If we glance back on these twenty-two years, we cannot help 
being impressed with their intellectual activity, and with the 
intensity of their spiritual interests. This view is contraiy 
to a prejudice of long standing. Liberals and Democrats, half 
a century ago and almost to the present day, were wont to 
deplore the profound decadence of French literature under the 
Empire,* and the cynical frivolity of that period has remained 
a byword. We are beginning to wonder at the short-sighted- 
ness of these criticisms, just as, let us hope, our successors 
will wonder at our injustice to the greatness of our own age. 
A time when Victor Hugo, Vigny, Sainte-Beuve were at their 
best; when Michelet, Quinet, George Sand had fallen little, 
if at aU, below their highest standard ; when the new genera- 
tions could boast such names as Taine, Benan, Scherer, among 
historians and critics, Flaubert and the Goncourts among 
novelists, Augier and Dimias among dramatists, Leconte de 
Lisle among poets; while science was represented by Claude 
Bernard, Littr6, Pasteur, Berthelot — such a time shows no sign 
of decay, no lack of power and earnestness in the French mind. 

* Ot Scherer, Ir'JBre Imp&nak, 
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Nor should the oatohword ** imperial oorraption " prevent ns 
from recognising the high spiritual aspirations of that epoch. 
Without mentioning the activities of priests — and Lacordaire, 
Dapanlonp, Gratry are not to be slighted — a nation cannot 
be said to be indifferent to religions problems when it takes 
interest in such works as Goizot's Meditation$, Beynand's 
Earth and Heaven^ Prondhon's Justice in the Revolution and 
in the Chtirch^ Sainte-Benve's Port-Boy al, Scherer's early 
essays, Benan's whole jvoduction, and when the " echo of his 
centory/' Victor Hogo, conld write snch immense theological 
epics as The End of Satan and Ood. These works, 
cited at random, were not isolated : they are but a few peaks 
in a mighty range. Novels, poems, and plays were fall of 
religions problems and mystic lore. Innamerable were the 
books and pamphlets on '^ religion and science," ''atheism," 
'' independent ethics," " doty," '' natural theology," eccle- 
siastical controversies, the history and psychology of spiritual 
movements. The Life of Jemu and the Syliabue were national 
events. For months the glittering, frivolous Paris of Napo- 
leon in. talked of little else. Hundreds of articles, scores of 
volumes, were written for and against these two documents. 
France in the sixties, materialistic as it seemed, discussed 
religion with an intensity, an earnestness, which contrasts 
curiously with the good-humoured indifference of the British 
and American public at the present day. 

But — and this was even more striking — all this activity was 
cheerless* In the fields of commerce and industry there was 
a certain spaciousness of spirit, a joyous enthusiasm, as of a 
young giant, veiy different from the present cautious tono of 
the business world in France, and comparable only to the 
buoyancy and eneigy of the American West. In the spiritual 
world there was no listlessness, but a chill gloom prevailed. 
The Humanitarians had lost the day in 1848 ; the Catholics 
were bitterly aggressive in their retrograde policy ; the Posi- 
tivists, although neither despondent nor diffident, were fully 
aware of existing evils, cautious and slow in their hopes of 
improvement. It seemed as though, after an indecisive battle, 
eveiybody felt disappointed and uncertain of the future. 

17 
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The Snpematoralists, who called theniBelTes the Orthodox, 
held pessiiniam to be an eesential part of their fiuth. They 
belieyed human nature corrupt, as the reault of the Fall, and 
physical nature a delusion and a snare: this world was a 
yale of tears, this earthly life a time of trial and a£9iction« 
Saltation was impossible without celestial assistance; happi- 
ness, justice were not to be expected in this life, but in the 
life to come. The Naturalists thought this earth was fair, 
and man essentially good : noble aspirations, pleasure in doing 
right, loTe for his fellow-mortals, were inborn in him. If only 
the theological nightmare which caused absolutmm, intolerance, 
oppression could be dispelled; if, freed from the inhibitions 
of self-diffidence and terror, all the ezpansiye forces of the 
human soul were released, the Golden Age, the ''Kingdom 
of God among us " would be at hand. It wQuld be unjust to 
say that Humanitarianism was tried in 1848 and was foond 
wanting. It was not given a fair chance. This, in itself, 
proTes that as a working fiuth it was at least premature : 
even if it was not fundamentally wrong, men were not ready 
to receive it. Such wa^ the conclusion generally drawn. 
Belief in human nature was rejected ; belief in a supernatural 
world, where all the ills and injustices of this one would be 
righted, was greatly shaken and more than half-ruined. The 
result was despair — the sombre resignation of Taine and Vigny, 
the blasphemies of Leconte de Lisle and Mme. Ackermann. 

Supematuralists and Humanitarians had more in common 
than they thought. The Christians belieYed that man, by 
renouncing his nature, by dying to himself, could be made 
worthy of eternal bUss ; the Humanitarians, that if man 
followed his nature and was more frdly, more truly himself, 
he would be good and happy here and now ; both admitted the 
possibility of sudden regeneration, of convernon, from worldli- 
ness in tiie first case, from artificial civilisation in the second. 
It was this yeiy notion of miraculous change that the Positiyists 
rejected most emphatically. There is a lack of adjustment 
between the parts of Nature, and this is the cause of our 
suffmngs. Only a slow process of adaptation can reduce the 
existing friction — a process partly automatic, in the form of 
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natural seleotiony partly conaoioaSy in the form of onlture* 
With the progress of science, the material and social con- 

L ditions of existence will be improved : the Positiyists in the 

broador sense, Sainte-BenTe, Benan, were, like George Eliot, 
^' meliorists." Bnt their meliorism was ftdl of sadness, for 
they had to give up their golden hope of the immediate 
coming of the Lord. They, like Scherer and Mme. Ackermann, 
monmed for the lost Absolate* Eyen if they had reached, like 

i. Vigny and Taine, ''that high degree of stoic pride" which 

giyes resignation in de&nlt of happiness ; even if, like Yigny 

c in his last poems and Benan in his first work, they conld 

r foresee in the distant fdtnre a stage of civilisation immeasurably 

happier than onrs, they knew that their faith was incom- 
municable to the masses, and conld afford no immediate relief 
to the ills and woes of hnmanity. Centimes of patient toil and 
suffering — an imperceptible progress, offset by increased needs 
and aspirations — ^that was all they had to offer. They believed 
that the old illusions — ^theological and humanitarian — ^were 
dying. They felt that the coming hope was too far off and 
too cold to have any virtue. Would there be an interregnum, 
abandoned to materialism and despair? What was to be the 
religious future of France ? * 

1. A Return to ChrUtiamty: Prote§tantitm and CathoUeUm. 

The first possibility to be considered was a return to orthodoxy. 
To accept such a hypothesis required an act of faith : the trend 
of events seemed to run in the opposite direction. The his* 
torian, however, should not limit his view to a quarter of a 
century. The Church has known dark eclipses and gone 
through innumerable trials. She has survived persecutions, 
heresies, and even those subtler agents of disintegration — 
criticism and indifference. If she has indeed the words of 
eternal life, what shall prevail against her ? Sixteen centuries 
after Julian, two centuries after Voltaire, she has lost none 
of her vitality. 

* Of. Goiaot, MSdUationif and the reviews of the series by Sfttnte-BeuTe 
■nd Sohecev; Benan, Mttaphynea and Ua Fuiurg, T)m FtUurt of Msfiee, 
KaUural Seimou and HiUorieal Sdmcn^ TM BM/giom Fukare of Modtm 
SoaMm, PMoiopMsa) DMtgm. 
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** The Church/' in France, meant Boman Cathoficism. No 
doubt could be entertained on that point. Protestantism counted 
for little in national life, and showed no sign of a gemdne 
reyiTal. It would be ridiculous to assert that the countiy of 
Calvin and Coligny was congenitally unfit for such a form of 
religion. The same needs existed in France as in England 
or Germany: only they were supplied in different ways. 
Protestantism stands for a historical movement, the Reforma- 
tion, and for a spiritual attitude, individual freedom. The 
historical movement was confined to one century : since the 
close of the religious wars, no nation as a whole has changed 
its allegiance, and in none have individual conversions been 
so numerous as to modify in any appreciable manner the balance 
of power between the two Churches; the ecclesiastical map 
of Europe has remained substantially the same since 1648. 
Wherever Protestantism had conquered a strong hold before 
that date, it endures to the present day, as a faith based on 
authority and tradition, a conservative orthodoxy, a junior 
branch of Catholicism. In France, after a splendid start, 
political circumstances worked against it: its &te was sealed 
by the abjuration of Henry IV. Had not the Edict of Nantes 
been revoked, the Protestants would none the less have 
remained a hopeless minority, if not a negligible factor. At 
present, the descendants of the Huguenots form a small group, 
remarkable in every respect, but without any power of expan- 
sion. Proud of their ancestry, helping one another in every 
legitimate way, they do not seek, nor even welcome, converts. 
They are an hereditary spiritual aristocracy, and, like the last 
feudal fieunilies, an interesting survival. What little missionary 
work is done in France is due to the efforts of foreigners, or 
of a few natives under foreign leadership : hence the dishearten- 
ing results of these attempts. It was hoped that the separation 
of Church and State would open an era of conquest for French 
Protestantism : financial and dogmatic difficulties have been, 
BO far, the only fruit of the new regime. Traditionally, 
Christianity in France is linked to the Boman Church.* 
As for the second aspect of Protestantism — spiritual indi* 

* OL Benan, SakUPmU, p. 887. 
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"z Yidnaliem, leligioaB free-thought — ^it exists in France, but in a 

slightly different form, and under another name. The revolt 
against all external authority has not spared a book which, 

r hallowed, collected, preserved, edited, interpreted by the Church, 

is a Church in itself. The men who fixed for us the canon of 

L Holy Scriptures had no more rights over our souls than any 

priest, bishop, or pope. Bemoteness in the past does not make 
their overlordship any more legitimate. Why should their Bible 
be ovT Bible ? Starting from true Protestant principles, carried 
to their inevitable end, the French refiised to bow the knee to a 
paper Pope. Not merely the interpretation of a Bible but the 
selection of his Bible, is the privilege of eveiy independent 

: thinker. 

Through no &ult of its own, French Protestantism missed its 
opportunity in the sixteenth centuiy. In the twentieth its 
position is extremely difficult. As the embodiment of the 
Christian tradition, it cannot compete with Catholicism ; as the 
champion of spiritual freedom, it is left far behind by secular 
philosophy. It represents neither the past nor the future. 

The great weakness of French Catholicism in the nineteenth 
centuiy was its constant alliance with all forms of reaction. 
This proved repeatedly fatal both to " the throne " and to " the 
altar." Clericalism was the chief accusation against Charles X. 
and cost him his crown. The Roman Question was for Napo- 
leon m. a cause of endless difficulties at home and abroad. On 
the other hand, all the odium of unpopular regimes fell heavily 
upon the Church. In our own days, at the time of the Dreyfris 
case, the Catholics have shown once more their unfailing instinct 
for taking the wrong side. In spite of the efforts and warnings 
of clear-sighted and moderate men, the Church has come to be 
identified with eveiy obstruction to progress. 

America offers us a different spectacle : here Catholicism is 
held to be, on the whole, liberal, progressive, tolerant, scrupu- 
lously neutral in politics ; a few harmless manifestations, like a 
platonic vote by a Catholic convention in favour of the temporal 
power of the Pope, are politely ignored by the general public. 
The reactionary attitude of the French Catholics is partly due to 
the misguided loyalty of a &w influential monarchistSy who 
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haye " captured " the Ghnich as a politieal and social organ- 
isation. If she eonld free herself from their fetters, and rely on 
the support of the people, her chances of fotnre progress would 
be infinitely brighter. 

Bat is this possible ? The policy of Borne has been pretty 
consistent during the past hundred years. Pins IX. bade fur, 
for a few months, to be a modem and liberal Pope — ^the new 
Messiah whom Bomantic democracy was expecting. Leo XTTT. 
was 1^ enlightened and accomplished diplomatist. Yet the 
Syllabus remains the summary of Bome's theory and practice. 
The theologians who drew up this document under Pius IX. 
invented nothing; they simply collected and tabulated the 
decisions of the Holy See. Leo XIH. avoided with consummate 
skill the difficulties created by his predecessor : but he could not 
change, and had no wish to change, the invariable principles of 
the Church. And Pius X. has resumed the policy of reaction 
with a consistency, a thoroughness, an intensity of conviction 
which the world cannot fail to respect. *' Whoever says that 
the Boman Pontiff could and should be reconciled with progress 
and modem civilisation, let him be anathema." 

Every man who attempted such a reconciliation was warned, 
4iBowned, condemned. Lamennais and Hjracinthe Loyson were 
driven from the fold, Lacordaire treated with suspicion, 
Montalembert and Gratry with positive hostility. The same 
&te has be&llen their successors in our own days : Loisy, the 
Modernists, Marc Sangnier, have been rebuked, censured, or 
even excommunicated. 

The diplomacy of Bome, perhaps overrated, displays its skill 
in adapting unchangeable principles to vaiying national and 
historical conditions, in veiling or uncovering tiiem as oppor- 
tunity permits. America, free from theocratic traditions, 
distant from Bome, and, in spite of rapid changes, still over- 
whelmingly Protestant, is shown the more acceptable side of 
Bomanism. The SyllabuB is glossed over ; the American 
regime of neutrality is cheerfully accepted, praised as an ideal 
— regardless of the fitct that Pius X. condemned, not merely the 
French law of separation but the very principle which prevails 
in the United States. England and, above all, eontinental 
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Europe see the Papacy at closer range, and without any yeil. 
It cannot be doubted that authority of the most absolute type 
is the yexy foundation of Bomanism. An exclusiye Churchy 
''without which there is no saWation/' ruled by an infallible 
Pope : this is what we must either accept or ignore ; and if it 
reiuses to be ignored, either support or combat. 

But this proud attitude of no compromise " is becoming more 
and more difficult to maintain. Protestantism has adopted an 
expedient which, although illogical and arbitrary, may succeed 
in warding off the danger for a few more generations ; the 
miraculous has been limited to the Biblical and eyangelic ages ; 
the remoteness of that period makes it easier for us to silence 
our critical objections ; besides, the original docnm^its are acces- 
sible to none but a few scholars, to whom we leaye the care of 
discussing their authenticity and historicity. Boman Catholicism, 
on the contraiy, has an unbroken miraculous tradition to defend 
— down to the present day. Loretto, St. Januarius, La 
Salette, Lourdes, St. Anthony of Padua, are integral parts of 
the system. One may dream of a " general confession " of the 
Church, of a resifting of miracles, of a firank abandonment of all 
those which are palpably absurd, spurious, or fraudulent. But it 
is a dream. Benan was compelled to recognise that no con- 
cession on the part of the Church was compatible with her 
supernatural claims, which in their turn were bound up with 
those of orthodox Christianity. Our faith is based on certain 
historical occuirences, related in a few documents ; the selection 
and preservation of these documents — ^their ymtable authority — 
is a matter of tradition. If we break away from the body to 
whose keeping this tradition was committed, we are thrown into 
** naturalism," individualism, free-thought In matters of £uth 
no authority can be accepted unless it be infallible. Super- 
naturaUsm cannot yield an inch to the enemy ; if a single one 
of its assertions were proved to be false, a single one of its 
miracles to be the result of deception or illusion, a single one of 
its claims to be based on a forgery or a misinterpretation, the 

whole fabric would collapse ; human reason would reassert its 
empire. 

Liberal Catholicism in politics has hitherto been a failure; 
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social Catholicism, which does not imply any belief in liberty or 
reason, may have a fdtnre, but hardly a brilliant one ; liberal 
Catholicism in theology is a contradiction. Under diplomatic 
PopeSy the Modemirts may enjoy a certain amount of 
freedom. If they are supple and persistent, they may escape 
excommunication^ and a few individuals like Tdgt. Maret or 
Mgr. Duchesne may even rise to high dignities. But they 
cannot renoyate the Church. It was possible to introduce a 
certain amount of RationaUsm into religion in the sixteenth 
century : faith was stronger, free-thought weaker than now. At 
present they had best be kept apart. 

Benan prophesied, with more directness and insistence than 
was his wont, that Roman Catholicism was on the eye of a schism. 
It seemed that the moderate and liberal elements could not for 
ever submit to the paradoxical dictates of the Absolutists. So 
long as the Popes ruled a small Italian State, it was natural that 
the Ponti£f should be an Italian : after the loss of its temporal 
power, the Papacy would become a field for the rival ambitions 
of different nations. If two Popes were elected by rival 
conclaves, each would '' polarise " in eveiy country one element 
— either the liberal or the conservative. .This disruption 
would endanger but also strengthen historical Christianity. 
We need hardly say that, forty years after Renan's prophecy, 
there is not the least sign of its ever being fulfilled. The 
present Modernist movement is feeble compared with the 
liberal opposition before and during the Vatican Council. In 
the crisis of the Separation the French Catholics obeyed the 
Pope without a murmur, although his orders were contrary to 
their known desires. Never have unity and discipline been more 
rigidly enforced and more willingly accepted. Either Renan, 
with the power of vision of a historian and a poet, read into a 
distant future which to us is absolutely dark, or he was for once 
mistaken in his prophecy. 

If Rome cannot alter her dogmas so as to suit the modem 
mind, is it possible for France, after rejecting them, to receive 
them anew? Will the country of Voltaire abjure Rationalism, 
and adopt authority again as its spiritual guide? There have 
been individual cases of such conversions : Augustin Thierry, a 
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'' weaiy rationalist," sought rest in the Catholic faith : '' What 
I need at present is not broad but narrow ideas/' he said. 
That the nation as a whole will ever follow his example is 
doubtfiil. Weary of sheer Rationalism France undoubtedly is ; 
she is sick of logical certitudes disproyed by fiacts, of facts that 
lead nowhither, of dreams that are neither comforting nor 
beautiful; intellectual recklessness is no longer her besetting 
sin. But among the many systems she has tried in the past 
and found wanting, Catholicism, its theology, its history, its 
ecdesiasticism is the one she knows best and deems most dis- 
appointing. 

A Catholic reformation, a national conyersion, being equally 
improbable, there remains another chance of conciliation. The 
Church still represents a great spiritual force, and especially a 
great moral discipline ; why should not she and the modem 
world tacitiy agree to ignore the objectionable features which 
cannot openly be either given up or believed in? King 
George Y., we are told, is still supposed to be the owner of all 
the land in Great Britain : if such a theoretical right actually 
exists, who would move his littie finger for its abolition ? It is 
picturesque and harms no one. Through such a silent under- 
standing members of the Broad Church party within the 
Anglican Establishment reconcile genuine loyalty to their 
ecclesiastical traditions with perfect freedom of thought. But 
this agreement is based on indifference. We cannot silentiy 
drop that which we deem vital. There is enough spiritual 
vitality both in French Catholicism and in its opponents to 
make such a truce unthinkable. 

The Radical opposition of the Roman Church to modem 
civilisation does not mean that she is doomed, in France, to 
rapid extinction. She still has incomparable assets. Although 
a large proportion of the people have left her, the force of inertia 
will long keep the majority within the fold. Her conservative 
attitude at least gives her the clientele of the nobility and of the 
upper middle class, whose aim it is to imitate the old aristocracy 
in everytiiing. Her pomps, her pilgrimages, her miracles, will 
appeal, perhaps eternally, to a lai^e number of souls. Her 
antiquity, her magnitude, the artistic treasures she still 
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posseaseSy will attract not a few men of the ssthetic-Benti- 
mental tjpe. Her moral discipline, often accused of nndae 
laxity, but in many cases rigid and salatary, will commend itself 
to those who need goidance and support. Her charitable 
organisation o£fers a splendid field for men and women who are 
eager to serve. Her monasteries and convents, which are not 
all prohibited by law, and must be more freely tolerated in the 
fatare, are an ideal haven for the poor in spirit, the onworldly, 
the wounded souls. Ascetic and gorgeous, sensuous and mystic, 
absurd and impregnably logical in its defiance of common sense, 
Catholicism, with its absolute claims, its miracles, and its 
hierarchy, will survive indefinitely. 

The opposition against it is already weakening. Few indeed 
and negligible are the French free-thinkers or the Anglo-Saxon 
Protestants who still consider Popery as the embodiment of all 
evil. The vehement vituperations of Proudhon and Leconte de 
Lisle are now read with a smile. Voltairianism, in a certain 
sense, is not dead ; it is picked up, as a convenient weapon of 
defence, whenever there is some danger of a theocratic revival. 
Anti-clericalism, which is purely political and should not be 
mistaken for anti-Catholicism, is not a sectarian passion but a 
vital, although unpleasant, necessity in any modem State.* 
But, while Voltairianism is still e£fective, it has lost caste : it 
is held to be shallow and vulgar. Chateaubriand, Michelet, 
Comte, Sainte-Beuve, Taine, and above all Benan, have taught 
us a new spirit. Modem French thinkers that do think have 
nothing but reverence for the historical grandeur of the Church, 
for the enormous capital of human energy and Divine aspirations 
which it represents. They feel that the world would be the 
poorer if so much power and beauty were suddenly to disappear. 
But all this respect and sympathy does not make them believe 
in what Catholicism holds to be essential. Chateaubriand's 
orthodoxy, based on the SBsthetic sentiment, was dangerously 
vague and equivocal. Bome and the free-thinkers have agreed 
on clearing away such ambiguities. Fairness, admiration, 

* Of. the oppoeition to the alleged political infloenee of the Mormon 
Chocch— quite difierent from anti-Mormonism on the<^ogioal or ethical 
grounds. 



CONCLUSION 267 

reyerence, do not necesflarily imply ftdhesion, belief. On the 
oontraTy, a broad-minded, sympatheticy but critical listener is 
inTincible in his scepticism^ whilst an accident may turn an 
unjust persecutory like St. Paul, into the most active apostle. 
The Church, from her own point of view, was justified in 
singling out Benan as her most dangerous enemy. Neither can 
we blame her for maintaining the integrity of her principle, and, 
like the Count of Chambord, preferring defeat to compromise. 
In spite of recent conversions confessedly due to political causes, 
tiie divorce between Catholicism and the leaders of French 
thought seems irremediable. This was already evident forty 
years ago : all the great writers were openly or tacitly estranged 
from the Church. Since that time a quiet revolution has taken 
place. The Empire, like the Republic, professed to be neutral 
in religion ; as a matter of &ct, both regimes practised tolerance 
rather than neutrality. But under Napoleon HE. Catholicism 
was still implicitly the religion of the State; at present free- 
thought is quasi-official. The general elections which followed 
the vote of the Separation law showed that this state of mind 
was not limited to the political personnel of the Bepublic. 
Catholicism has a future in France as everywhere else in the 
world; but it will never be again the leading factor in the 
religious evolution of the country. The eldest daughter of the 
Church is now emancipated. 

2. New Churches and New Religions. 

Would a new Church fare any better? Public opinion, as 
a rule, is rtrongly prejudiced agaiDst such attempts. In the 
eyes of the people they are sacrilegious, whilst the educated 
refuse to take them seriously. The efforts of the French 
Revolution in that line are still enveloped in a mist of legend. 
The Cult of Reason is described, even in scholarly books, as the 
enthronisation of a prostitute on the altar of Notre-Dame.* 
The ceremony in honour of the Supreme Being is associated 
with the hateful memory of Robespierre, who acted as officiating 
priest. The Theophilanthropists have escaped total oblivion, 

* In apito of the aitempled rehabilltoiion of OhMuneMa by B. Qoinei 
sadAulard. ^^ 
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beeanse Lareveill^-Ldpeanx, an obscnre member of tiie 
Direotoire, was connected with the sect. The Gonstitntional 
Churchy althongh neither a farce nor even a complete failure, 
never had any real vitality. All this carions religions growth 
of the eighteenth century at its close was swept away by the 
Catholic reaction, both sentimental and political, led by 
Chateaubriand and Bonaparte at the time of the Consulate 

From 1880 to 1840 the spiritual unrest reached an extra* 
ordinary degree. France was big with Messianic hopes. The 
words of Musset, ** Who among us is going to be a god ? " were 
not a mere rhetorical question ; George Sand's Spiridion^ 
which to Thackeray seemed arrant nonsense, was in tune 
with the exaltation of the day. Numberless Churches sprang 
up, most of them negligible, like the schism of Abbe Chatel,* 
or even grotesque, like the synthetic religion of the Mapah.t 
But none surviyed the early e£fervescence of Bomanticism. 
The Liberal-Gallican schism of Father Hyacinthe Loyson 
(1870) led to nothing. The man, owing to his talent, bis 
earnestness, his true nobility of soul, escaped odium and 
ridicule ; but the Church is now one more curious piece in the 
grand archaeological museum of the capital. To the present 
day queer little sects will crop up in the great cities and thrive 
for a season. Gnosticism is periodicaUy revived. Theosophy 
and other forms of Hinduism have a flickering existence; 

* Ab we are oonoemed with the national signifioanoe of anch morementB, 
not with their intrinsic merit, we simply register the verdict —right or wrong 
—of public opinion. Abb^ Oh&tel's Church, in so far as it was a continuation 
of the Ck>nstitutional Church, was interesting, had some success, and was 
shabbily treated by the (Government of Louis-Philippe. Perhaps an 
attitude of friendly neutrality on the part of that Government would have 
enabled it to linger a while longer. 

t The Mapah, apostle of " Evadism," who, from his ** pontifical garret," 
requested the Pope to abdicate in his favour, seems to have been a sincere 
and noble soul, coming a few centuries too late, or a few thousand miles too 
far West— or East. Of. Louis Beybaud's amusing caricature of such attempts 
in Jirome Padurotf and a curious chapter in the Memoirs of the elder 
Dumas. As for Hyacinthe Loyson mentioned infra, he is still alive, and 
grows broader in his religious sympathies. His work is carried on by a 
Uttle Church which is a curious synthesis of all Catholic parties defeated 
by Borne: Jansenism, QaUicanism, the adversaries of the Concordat and 
those of papal in&llibility. [Father Hyacinthe Loyson died while this book 
was in the press.] 
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Babism, which has admirable parts, has a few sectaries ; some 
twenty years ago Sdr Josephin Peladan provided mild amuse- 
ment for the Boulevards with his Neo-Bosioruoian school. 
M. Jules Bois has devoted a whole volume to The LitUe 
BeUgions of Paris. As a rule, there is more conscious pose 
than even self-delusion and more '' literature *' than spirituality 
in these pseudo-mystic quests — ^not to mention the cases when 
sensuality is one of the ingredients of the cult. 

Saint-Simonism, of course, is of a different order. It 
remains one of the most curious phenomena of the nineteenth 
century. It had many elements of a true religion. First of 
all, it was a spontaneous growth, which developed after the 
death of Saint-Simon. It was not bound to any narrow 
formulary: it was based on the new spirit pervading the 
numerous writings of a versatile and erratic man of genius. 
This gave it an elasticity which Positivism, for instance, 
absolutely lacked. It came at a time of religious fermentation 
and political upheaval. It attracted, not an ignorant and 
superstitious crowd, not a frivolous set of idlers and sensation- 
seekers, but some of the best minds of the time. Auguste 
Gomte, Augustin Thierry, Leroux, Beynaud, H. Camot, 
Michel Chevallier, Ou6roult, Sainte-Beuve were, for a time at 
least, interested in the movement. The orthodox Saint- 
Simonians, Olinde Bodrigues, Enfantin, Bazard, Barrault, were 
unusually able men. The ^' Father," with all his weaknesses, 
retained to the last an extraordinary power of fascination. 
They had preachers and missionaries; they were eager 
for martyrdom. Had EnfiEmtin been massacred by the mob 
before the era of difficulties began, we might have had one 
prophet the more on the rolls of religious history. Their lives 
were transfigured : M6nilmontant became a sacred spot. Thirty 
years later, although Saint-Simonism had apparently failed in 
every respect, although it had drifted into objectionable courses, 
although its Pope himself outlived his early enthusiasm, the 
sane, practical men — ^bankers, railroad promoters and directors — 
who had been Saint- Simonians, kept holy the memory of these 
few months, during which they had caught a glimpse of a new 
heaven and a new earth. Kenan, who saw a number of them 
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in their old age, was repeatedly impressed with the tender and 
reverent emotion which these soayenirs aroused in them. Sat 
there was no second generation : a few yonnger men, like 
Maxime Da Camp, still osed Saint-Simonian phraseology in their 
correspondence with En&ntin; the sect died with its Father. 
No liying trace is left of this singularly fascinating attempt. 

The mystic and ritoal aspects of Positivism were not 
developed until the late forties, although their inception can be 
traced in Gomte's mind some twenty years earlier. When the 
Religion of Humanity was finally promulgated, it seemed an 
anachronism, the age was too matter-of-fact for that kind of 
Positivism. The authority of its founder, and of such men aa 
Pierre Laffitte and Frederic Harrison, commands respect &t 
the Church of Auguste Comte. It is certainly not absurd, nor 
contrary to the first principles of Comte*s philosophy. Littre 
himself, who seceded on account of the theological tendencies 
of the master, said a few years before his death (1878) : '* The 
truth is that, as the Positivist regime gets stronger, something 
in that direction will have to be done." But such as planned 
by Comte in its minutest details, the new Church was the model 
of an artificial creation, cold, arbitrary, lifeless. Positivism, 
under many names, and taught by many independent masters, 
has been the ruling influence in European thought for the last 
half-century. The Positivist Church, on the contrary, grouped 
but a handful of men, and its influence remained insignificant. 

It is not among the new Churches, therefore, that we must 
seek the religion of the future. The ecclesiastical system 
and the ritual of Catholicism are so perfect that they prevent 
the development of any rival organism. If the new Church 
is less elaborate in its services and hierarchy than the old, 
it seems weak and poor in comparison ; if it attempts to vie 
with Rome in these respects, it looks like a ridiculous counterfeit 
of a time-honoured institution. A new religion, without 
Messiah, without miracles, can have neither regular clergy 
nor set forms of worship. If a ritual is to be evolved, it 
must be the growth of centuries. 

France had in the nineteenth century a number of these firee 
and purely spiritual religions. The most dogmatic, the only 
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one which seonred some form of official reoognitioiii was 
" Natural Beligion " or Theism, the faiih of Voltaire, Rousseau, 
Franklin, Victor Cousin, Jules Simon, and likewise of Stranger 
and M. Homais. It had its gospels — The Confession of Faith 
of a Savoyard Vicar, Cousin's On the True^ the Bea/uHfid, and 
the Oood, Simon's IhUy and Natwral ReUgion. It barely 
missed having its catechism, which Cousin wanted to impose 
on all public schools. It remains to the present day, we 
belieye, the official basis of State education. " State Theism," 
"Eclecticism,'* "Spiritualism," as it was diversely called, should 
not be lightly dismissed. It had its Homais : but Catholicism 
had its Boumisiens and Protestantism its Chadbands. The 
fact that it was endorsed by "common sense " and was held 
to be a factdr of social stabiUty, " the religion of good citizeas 
and fathers of fisunilies," proves little in its favour but nothing 
against it; true religion need not be paradoxical and revo- 
lutionaiy like early Christianity. Its metaphysics is often 
accused of being a pale copy of orthodox theology : perhaps 
the reverse would be truer. Spiritualistic Theism goes back 
to Plato, Cicero, the Alexandrians, and, in its relations with 
the Churchf gave at least as much as it received. But there 
is some truth in the accusation that such a "mythology of 
abstractions" is neither natural nor a religion. Intellectually, 
it lacks compelling evidence: common sense is too often 
another name for unreasoning prejudice. Spiritually, it has 
neither mystic appeal nor saving power. 

Patriotism, in ancient times, was closely identified with 
religion. This old ideal Michelet, among others, proposed 
to revive. France, for the great Bomantic historian, was not 
a mere entity but a living person. She ought to be our 
goddess, even as Rome was to her citizens. That there is 
a religious element in exalted patriotism cannot be denied. 
It prompts to heroism, to self-sacrifice; it has its ritual in 
the great national celebrations ; its code of ethics ; its legends ; 
its saints and martyrs; its sacred literature — anthems, war- 
songs, poems, and orations; its symbols; its places of pil- 
grimage, its monuments, its temples. Michelet's Life of Joan 
of Are was conceived in such a spirit : he saw in the diepherdess 
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of Lorraine the porert incamatidn of the mother-conntzy : 
book was a piece of hagiography. Suoh a scene as the federa- 
tion in 1790 transported him. His whole History is a Bible, 
just as the Bible is a history, fall of hymns and psalms, 
prophetic and apocalyptic in spirit and style. If we should 
object that patriotism often blnnts or warps the moral sense, 
as in the case of Rome, eighteenth-centory England, revoln- 
tionary France or Bismarckian Germany, he conld reply that 
this holds true of all religions and is a sure criterion to know 
them by ; fimaticism, alas i seems almost inseparable from 
absolute conviction. Bat whether patriotism in itself will 
satisfy oar deepest spiritual needs is very doubtfal. If it is 
the love of men like ourselves, merely because they happen 
to live on the same soil and to speak approximately the same 
language, it is not a very high ideal. It cannot reach its 
fullest degree of intensity, which alone gives it a heroic value, 
except when it has for its correlatives exdusivism, rivalry, 
and even hatred. It is only because the country is actually 
or potentially threatened that we feel called upon to die for 
her honour and integrity. In times of peace and concord 
we need some other incentive to self-sacrifica To prefer 
one's own interests to those of the community in which one 
lives is rightly called a sin ; to prefer the smaller to the larger 
group, as in the case of the Paris Commune, is accounted a 
crime. To place one's country above the commonwealth of 
nations cannot be a virtue The sentiment which prompts 
men to say with Garlyle, '' My country, right or wrong ! " is 
not religion, but superstition. Even for Joan of Arc, France 
was not the supreme object of worship. She was a Christian 
as well as a patriot, and she o£fered peace to the English, 
so that both nations could unite in a crusade. This Michelet 
himself came to realise, for he transferred his allegiance from 
France herself to the mission of France, the Revolution. 

Towards the middle of the nineteenth century the worship 
of the Great Revolution reached a degree of fervour which our 
generation can hardly comprehend. Lamartine's CHrondists^ 
Louis Blanc's and Michelet's Histories^ all of which b^gan 
to appear in 1847, were in their authors' intentions gospels 
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rather than critical narratives. The following quarter of a 
century had a sobering effect on the French mind. De Tocqne- 
ville, Mortimer-Temaux, Qninet published their studies, which 
were by no means blindly enthusiastic. The influence of 
the "Prophets of the Past/' Joseph de Maistre especially, 
hitherto limited to a narrow school, became a factor of national 
importance. Then appeared the gigantic and virulent arraign- 
ment of the Revolution by Taine, which, partial and nnhistorical 
as it was, was effective in ruining the heroic legend. Victor 
Hugo's Ninety-Three is perhaps the last great work in the pure 
revolutionary tradition. The centenary of 1789 caused a 
temporaiy revival of the old feelings: the riots which inter- 
rupted the performances of Sardou's Thermidor in 1891 
were prompted by a sort of fanaticism which was not simply 
political To criticise the Revolution was a sacrilega M. 
Cl^menoeau's words, "La BSvolution est un bloc," expressed 
the constant principle of all orthodoxies. 

The principles of 1789, the sombre epic of 1798, formed, 
indeed, a sufficient basis for a religion — were it only of the 
Mohammedan typa France had in these souvenirs an ideal 
and a legend — a legend fertile in miracles. All the efforts of 
Carlyle and Taine have fiGiiled to disprove the fact that for 
a few years France was in very truth a missionary nation. 
Individuals may have been weak, foolish, cruel ; lower elements — 
vanity and greed — had undoubtedly their share in the success 
of the movement; it might have been better for the world, 
and in particular for France, if the ancient regime had been 
slowly, obscurely reformed. In the same way it can be main- 
tained that the Reformation, the American Revolution, the Civil 
War, could and should have been avoided. Yet, right or wrong, 
the French Revolution had its ideal side. 

Unfortunately, the revolutionary legend came to clash with 
two other traditions, which prevented it from becoming unques- 
tionably national. The first was Royalism associated with 
Catholicism: France could not sacrifice thirteen centuries of 
her history to a crisis of five or six years, and the attempted 
reconciliation between the old and the new under Louis-Philippe 
satisfied neither extreme. The second was Bonapartism, which 

18 
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gradually absorbed all the military glamour of those wonderfhl 
twenty years. Until 1848 Bonapartism and the Beyolntton 
worked harmoniously together : the election of Lonis-Napoleon 
by the GonserratiTes, and the Coup d'Etat of 1861, separated 
the two legends and weakened them both. Gambetta, in 1870, 
iiuled to renew the miracles of 1792, and the French finally 
lost faith in the supernatural Tirtue of their Beyolution. 

It was reserved for the Third Republic, through no iault oi 
its own, but by the mere fact of its peaceable, useful, humdnun 
existence) to destroy what little prestige the l^end still 
possessed. The Immortal Principles of 1789 are taught in 
eveiy school; the bust of Marianne has replaced eyerywhere 
that of Tiberius Badinguet; the fatidic words Liberty, 
Equality, Fraternity adorn the pediment of all public build- 
ings ; the Tsar of Russia listens, bareheaded, to the strains of 
the '' Marseillaise *' ; * and yet the Millenniuni is not perceptibly 
nearer. The revolution belongs entirely to the past ; its work 
is done — some of it has to be undone ; it has no message for 
our souls. 

But the revolutionaiy spirit survives. Already in the forties 
men began to realise the discrepancy between the principles, the 
aspirations of 1789 and the actual results of the movement. 
This effort towards universal justice had led to conquests, with 
their inevitable consequence — ^military despotism ; the Rights of 
Man had been bartered for the soldier's servitude and barbaric 
glory; a new privileged order, the capitalists, had replaced, 
without any great advantage, the abolished aristocracy. Thus 
a new Revolution came to be dreamed of, a Revolution of 
which the first was but a prelude. Humanitarianiam superseded 
patriotism as an ideal, and Socialism political democracy. 
There, again, we had a religion rather than a party. The rigid 
pseudo-science of the Marxians, the violence and selfishness of 
certain labour unions, should not blind us to the spiritual 
grandeur of Socialism at its best. As represented by Pioudhon 
or Gteorge Sand, it stood for justice and love. It had much in 
common with early Christianity: it appealed to the generous 
side of human nature ; it preached service and sacrifice, instead 

* " Tramldei, tynuos, et vans, peifidM " (*' La Karmillaiiw "). 
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of strife and greed. It was apooaljptic and Utopian, historians 
tell us with a sneer; therein lay the secret of its religious 
power. It promised a day of judgment in this generation, and 
a new Jerusalem. 

Socialism is only one of the aspects of Humanitarianism, and 
insurrection one of the accidental phases of Socialism, but the 
Oonservatiyes affected to make no difference between the three. 
In the mind of M. Thiers " Romanticism and the Commune 
were one." The violent outbreaks of June, 1848, and 1871» 
followed by crushing defeats, ruined humanitarian Socialism for 
two generations. But so ferocious was the repression ordered 
by Gayaignac and Thiers that it assumed the character of a 
persecution rather than of measures of self-defence. Thus it 
strengthened Socialism for future revenge by giving it the 
consecration of martyrdom. 

Thus, in spite of errors and crimes, not inherent in its 
doctrine, but oommitted in its name and too severely expiated, 
Humanitarianism survives to the present day, as a faith, a hope, 
a discipline. It was an essential part of the reHgion of the 
great Bomanticists, Hugo, Lamartine, George Sand ; it remains 
the spiritual backbone of France. A dosen years ago, when a 
great moral issue was placed before the country, when the 
Catholics seemed to think only of material order, conservation, 
and safety, it was in the name of Humanitarianism that Zola 
led his great crusade for truth and justice. It was our privilege 
to attend many a tumultuous meeting in those days ; with quiet 
courage the speakers — scholars, scientists, ministers, anarchists, 
for all were welcome to their share of honour and danger — were 
facing obloquy, ostracism, and even death ; no elaborate High 
Mass in an ancient cathedral, no revivalist meeting of the most 
successful evangeUst, has ever given us a deeper feeling of 
what religion should be.* 

* We oonld emphatioftUy endone the foUowing linee: **0'eft p«r 
TAlIaize [Drayfoa] que lea homniM de notre gtodntion oni oommuniA poor 
la pninUra loii diAS I'HtuiuuiiU. Poor nouB, eUe a ^t6, et eUe demenre, 
one leligiozi. Toute notre vie, nmu porterone au front glorieatement oe 
baptdme d'outragee et de larmee. A oe signe, noos noas reoonnattrons " — 
Paul Hyaointhe Iioyson, Lea Droits de VHomme, weekly, November 13, 
1910. (P. EL Loyaon ia the 9on of the ^riMiw piisacUer.) 
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So evident was the religious chfli^aoter of Hnmanitarianism at 
that time, that a carious attempt was made to give it a rituaL 
A former priest, Victor Charbonnel, organised several services^ 
which, owing to his ecclesiastical experience and to the 
enthusiasm of the public, were undoubtedly successful. Songs, 
readings, recitations, addresses, composed the programme. 
Hugo, Michelet, Zola, Anatole France, were the Fathers of the 
new Church. We remember a '' Human Christmas,*' a 
'^Festival of Reason." The hero of the latter occasion was 
Marcellin Berthelot — surely a better personification of the 
goddess than Citizeness Momoro ! The speech of the veteran 
scientist was listened to with a degree of reverent eagerness not 
always granted to sermons. 

But as moral order was restored this fine enthusiasm fell. 
Hnmanitarianism is a spiritual reserve in case of national emer- 
gency ; it is not a faith for the daily needs of the individual. 
As a religion, its weaknesses are many. It is based on a series 
of optimistic assumptions — ^the innate goodness of man, the 
veracity of human reason, the reality and constancy of progress, 
the possibility of immediate and radical improvements — assump- 
tions which, alas ! are difficult to maintain in the teeth of expe- 
rience. Then it cannot abandon its ideal, its myth as Sord 
would say, of a revolution ever at hand, through which the old 
order will give place to the new ; if it did give up that apoca- 
lyptic hope, it would lose its romantic and spiritual appeal, and 
sink to the level of a mere philosophy and of a party. The early 
Christians too expected a great revolution and the destruction 
of the ancient world. But they were passive ; they had but to 
watch and pray, and wait for the second coming. The modem 
MiUenarian feels bound to hasten the consummation he hopes 
for. In this he is comparable, not with the Christians but with 
the Jews of the first and second centuries — haunted with Mes- 
sianic dreams, rushing into mad rebellions, which invariably 
ended in defeat and massacre. Even with the noblest inten- 
tions apocalyptic Socialism is a danger, and if Socialism is not 

apocalyptic it ceases to be a religion. 

The worst weakness is on the doctrinal side. The movement, 

strong both materially and sentimentally, has not yet been able 



CONCLUSION 277 

to constitate its theology. It wayers between agnosticism, theism, 
antitheism, atheism, and pantheism. One of its theories could 
serve as a fundamental dogma : Mankind, in its totality, is the 
Incarnation, the superior Being of whom we all are members, in 
whom we Jiye and moye and have our being. This, propounded 
by Gomte, could easily be reconciled with a scientific view of the 
world, with Hegelianism, and with the extreme developments of 
liberal Christianity.* But this dogma lacks authority — not 
only the supernatural authority of Divine revelation but the 
human authority of evidence and common acceptance. To the 
scientist it is nothing but an attractive and poetic hypothesis, 
without any bearing on the facts of nature, and receiving no 
support firom them. To the popular mind it is meaningless. 

Potent still is the appeal of Humanitarianism, in that it seems 
to imply £uth, hope, and charity ; yet, weak except in times of 
crisis, dangerous because it fosters dreams of upheaval and con- 
flagration, unsatisCEUstory for the inteUect, it cannot be the sole 
religion of the future : but it will more and more be recognised 
as one of its essential elements. 

The latest idol, in the words of de Curel, is Science. Strada, 
the crack-brained epic poet, turned his residence into a Temple 
of the Religion of Science. Many a saner or more common- 
place man did the same in his heart. Indeed, when Brunetiere 
dared to proclaim that, as a religion, science was bankrupt, 
loud was the outcry against the ** obscurantist." 

Who loves not Knowledge? Who shall rail against her 
beauty? But science is still the privilege of a few, and it 
only helps these few to Cathom their ignorance. In Sainte- 
Beuve's words, it is ** a flickering torch in the midst of bound- 
less night." Even within that narrow circle of trembling light 
it has no moral authority, no spiritual significance. A life ruled 
according to science alone, if that were possible, would be a 
life of enlightened selfishness. A man may know intellectually 
which is the right course, and find in that knowledge no assist- 
ance against temptation. Learned physicians have Cedlen victims 
to the drink habit, and investigations in arteriosclerosis did not 
cure them. Whenever the interest of the individual clashes 

, * Bev. R. J. Oampbell'fl New Theology. 
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with that of the race, by what authority will science deman^d 
self-Bacrifice ? Useless for the ignorant, the weak, the selfisliy 
the religion of science has nobler opponents — ^the sentimentalists, 
the idealists, tiie mystics, who will not accept the laws of physdeal 
natme as their spiritual rule. " But these laws, if you disregard 
them, will infallibly crush you ! " What matters it? They may 
destroy, they cannot save. Pascal and Vigny haye taught us 
that a single soul is more than the material uniyerse. The 
theology of the new religion will haye to take science into 
account : an astronomy, a geology, a histoiy contrary to ascer- 
tained facts can no longer be defended on the plea that they are 
sacred. In the same way the new ritual cannot afford to ignore 
hygiene and sociology. Medicine will enlarge its field at the 
expense of thaumatiugy. Many moral precepts will pwhaps 
receiye a scientific formula. Science will thus become a useful 
ally for religion, rather than a substitute; for "she is the 
second, not the first ; she cannot fight the fear of death ; for 
she is earthly of the mind, but Wisdom heayenly of the soul." 

8. SnpernaturaUgm and NaiwraUim. 

Such were the terms of the problem which France had to 
face at the faU of the Empire ; supernatural religion, in spite 
of the material power of the Church, was steadily losing ground ; 
no form of natural religion could aspire to spiritual hegemony. 
After forty years the conditions are substantially the same : the 
old is weaker, the new not stronger; no authority has risen 
firom the ruins. 

When we deal with supernatural religion from its own point 
of yiew we cannot affirm anything about the future. The future 
is not in human hands ; we must reserye the possibility of a 
miracle. Either historical Christianity may reyiye in France, 
or a new royelation be the foundation of a new fiiith. But 
nothing short of a miracle can effect it. 

If the eyolution of French thought continues unchecked, the 
place held hitherto by orthodox religion will be fiUed by humani- 
tarian Socialism, both sentimental and practical: by science 
in the intellectual field, by Agnosticism in the metaphysical. 
Perhaps we shall haye the '' ethics without obligation or 
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sanction" outlined by Guyau. In Bach a case the future of 
religion would amount to the ^'irreligion of the future."* 

If this came to pass, would a great gloom fall oyer the world ? 
Would the horror and despair which filled Scherer and Mme* 
Ackermann become a universal experience ? Perhaps not. The 
nobler souls alone, at any rate, would suffer: most men live 
oomfortably without metaphysical beliefs at present. The 
stroggle in which Kenan and Scherer lost their faith in the 
absolute was exceedingly painful : yet both surviyed the ordeal, 
and lived usefiilly and happily for many years. Perhaps one 
generation has suffered for idl : the second ** mal du sitele," the 
melancholy which heralded the coming of relativism, may have 
been a crisis in the growth of the race which will not occur 
again. 

Beligion is immortal within the individual soul. What fiills 
under our notice is not its spiritual essence, but its intellectual, 
social, moral effects. We could afford to let theologies and 
Churches pass away, if the love of goodness and truth were to 
remain intact. 

The supreme question, therefore, is this: Is the religion of 
the ideal bound up with any particular tradition, any metaphysical 
system, any ecclesiastical form? In other words, has mankind 
the means of salvation everywhere and at all times within itself, 
or is it doomed to perdition unless, abdicating its spiritual 
autonomy, it receives miraculous aid firom above ? So we are 
finally confironted with the irreducible antinomy : naturalism and 
supematuralism. 

" The progress of this world may be irregular and slow," says 
the naturalist, ** but it is certain. Our age of tolerance and 
scepticism is not morally degenerate. Science, firee-thought, 
humanity, have their saints, their heroes, their martyrs. Any 
Church would be proud of men like Michelet, Quinet, Taine, 
Kenan, Littrd. A spirit of gentleness, of firatemity and iustice, 
is growing &st, and faster among the unbelievers than among the 
orUiodox. Priests denounce the peace movement, whose most 
ardent advocates are agnostics, t The apostle of universal con- 

^ If. J. Guyau, Etaai cTimm Morak ia$u obUgaHon m aamUiim^L* 
d4VAv0imr, t InFiaaoe. 
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cord through a world-langaage, Christ-like in his disinterested 
devotion to the ideal, is an emancipated Jew. Oar democracy of 
infidels is governed by men who, with all their frailties, are 
better than Abraham, Jehovah's friend. Oar colonial wars are 
models of scrapaloas humanity compared with the heaven-led 
conquest of the Promised Land. Oar worst act of intolerance, 
the expulsion of a few nuns, is a venial sin compared with the 
Inquisition. Our efforts for righting social wrongs are as 
beautiful as and more enlightened than all the foundations of 
monastic charity. Our search for truth, in anknown continents, 
in libraries and laboratories, is more modest, more patient, more 
heroic, more fruitful, than the baseless elucubrations of all the 
theologians. We no longer believe in the absolute goodness of 
human nature, in the possibility of its sudden regeneration : man 
is late risen from animality. But, urged by a universal instinct, 
with reason as his sole guide, he slowly betters the world and 
himself." 

'' It is true," replies the supematuralist, " that the fruits of 
unbelief are not immediately seen : I will not bring up against 
you symptoms in your country which seem ominous enough even 
to sympathetic observers. The leading nations of the world are 
predominantly Christian, and you dare not fall too far behind 
them ; although less assertive than their rivals, the Catholics 
are still a majority in France; besides, the good habits of 
eighteen centuries are not lost in one or two generations. But 
the virtue of the natural man, without heavenly assistance, is 
singularly precarious. Without faith, stoic despair or refined 
Epicureanism are your only alternatives : Taine chose the first, 
Benan the second. AU your boasted love for justice and reason, 
which you take to be the dawn of a better day, is but the after- 
glow of your setting faith. Listen to the words of your greatest 
apostle : * At first sight, humanity in our days is driven to a 
position whence there is no escape. The old beliefs through 
which man was helped in practising virtue are shaken, and have 
not been replaced. For ourselves, cultivated minds, the equiva- 
lent for these beliefii offered by idealism, are quite sufficient ; for 
we act under the empire of ancient customs ; we are like those 
animals whose brains have been removed by physiologists, and 
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which continue none the less to perfonn certain vital fonctions, as 
the effect of habit. But these instinctive movements will grow 
weaker and weaker with time. To do good in order that God, if 
He exists, may be pleased with us, will seem to many an empty 
formula. The fedth we live by is but the shadow of a shadow ; 
what shall they live by that come after us ? ' " * 

Shall we thus close this review on a discord? Irreducible 
indeed seem the two voices which alternate, eternally, in every 
nation, perhaps in every heart. Yet what are they but efforts — 
human efforts, and therefore hopelessly inadequate — to express 
the same aspirations ? Supematuralism is the poetry, naturalism 
the prose of spiritual life : shall we condemn all poets as non- 
sensical sentimentalists, all prose writers as commonplace 
drivellers ? Are not all needed in the universal choir ? Under 
many names, in unlikely places, we have found *' morality — and 
metaphysics — touched with emotion." Whether in the unutter- 
able ecstasy of the mystic, in the blindly accepted orthodoxy of 
the traditionalist, in the pomps of the ritualist, in the social 
devotion of the humanitarian, in the patient and lonely labour of 
the scientist, wherever there is passionate longing for infinite 
goodness and truth, wherever there are lives transformed and 
upheld by the thought of eternal things, sectarian names and 
formal creeds matter little : there is religion : — 



cc 



Oar little systems have their day ; 

They have their day, and cease to he : 
They are hat hroken lights of Thee, 

And Thoa, Lord, art more than they. 



»• 



* Benan, DialogueB PhUoaophigues, Preiaoe, six. It is true that Benan goes 
on to say: ** Mankind will ever he ahle to evolve the amount of iUosion 
necessary to its spiritual needs. " Bat is not this a bare affirmation ? And if 
oar hopes are indeed naught bat an iUasion, will there not be an ever-increas- 
ing number of men to see through it ? ** What shall they live by that coma 
after OS?" 
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